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To a little Book call'd 


' pROTESTANCY 


To be Embrac'd 


OR, A 


New andinfallible Method to reduce 


| ROM ANISTS 


FROM 


| POPERY to PROTESTANCY. 


— 
te... A 


Printed in the Year, 1686. +, _m 
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T this time, in which all that 

LY comes from Pen or Pulpit a- 
painſt Popery, is of ſo good Coyn 

_ vith PROTESTANTS. that they have 
\ Re-printed a late in Scotland, (toa-» 
muſe more the Ignorant People,) a 
little Book bearing for the Title ,. A 

New Method, fc. 1 have refolyed 

to put an Anſwer of it tothe Preſs. 

_ Altho ir pleaſes the Authorto call 

it New, 1 ſcarce find any New thing 

in it; it containing hardly any thing 

'Þ F 2 which _ 


To the READER. 


which has notbeen ObjeRted ant An- 
lwered. His turn'indeed from the 
R. Catholick Religion to the Prote- 
Fant , was then New, but. it, and 
all its Circumſtances being of ſmall or 
no importance tothe publick , I take 


no notice of it. 

, For the Dogmatical part of his 
Book, ſince he runsthrough allmoſt 
all our Articles, endefiyouring ſo to. 
blemiſh every one with his Pen, that 
his Book ſeems more to be a Slan- 
derous Libel, then a_Confuratjon of 
our Religion, I haye thought it was 
got a to give it ſuch an Anſwer, 
>. as might be both a Solution to what 
* Is Objccd, and an Explanation of 
ear Tenets in that manner, that it 
May al pear how much they wrong 
-. s-\when the R. Catholick Religion 
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To the. RE ADE KR: 


tous Reader, ,you:.wil excuwe me,  « | 
if1 am liztle longer then ſCem'd to | 
requite the Anſwer of ſo ſmall a 
matter. To make my, Work lelge- 
dious to thoſe who will do me, the 


© f Honour to Read it, | I have divided 
| the whole into ſeycral Chapters , 
S Þ Sections, and Subſections, with 
t | Titles relating to their different Sub- 
4 {| Rs. 


Fare-well. 


$ Unto the Right Honourable 


[JAMES 


EARL OF 


PERTH « 


Lord High Chancellour of 


[SCOTLAND. 


tir GEORGE LOCKHART, 
Lord Preſident of the Seſſion. 


GEORGE Viſcount of Tarbet, 
Lord Clerk-Repiſter. 


Sir James Foulis of Collingtoun , 
| Lord Juſtice- Clerk. 

Sir John Lockhart of Caſsle-Hill. 
j| Sit David Balfour of Forrer. 

| Sir 7ames Foulis of Reidfoord. 

{ Sir Roger Hog Heareaſe. 
ſ vir Andrew Aral of Saline. 
Sit Patrick Ogilvie of Boyn. 
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ſir "bu Mhir#ay 'of Drfinicairh, - 
Sir George Nicollon® df Kemnay:" 

Fobn W; anchop of "Edmiſtoun. 

Sir Thimas Stewart of Balcasky. » 

Sir TParFIce Lyow of Catle, 


Senators of the Colledge of Juſlice, 
| and Ordinar Lords of Counc'l. . 
and Scſſion. 


JOHN Marqueſs of ATHor., Ge, 
Lord. Privy Seal. 


WILLIAM Duke of Hamzltoun, &c. 


ALEXANDER Earlot Marray;&c. 


Secretary of. State for the King- | 
dom of JSco'land. 


* PATRICK Earl of Strathmore, &c, 


6 LD | 20rdinar Lords of the Coun-. 
> E493 cl and $cſſion. 
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| Faith is Superior to Reaſon , and, 


The DEDICATION. 


with Power to. bring other Men !0 
Reaſon. Wherefore I hope you will 


| wut rakeitell, 1 bes your Patronage 
'| and favourable Look, 


upou a Book 
which defends it ſelf , not fo much by 
Autbority as by Reaſon. Paſſages 
from the Holy Fathers it backs by 
Reaſon, to Paſſages of the Holy Serip- 
ture it ſubmits with Reaſon , jor 


- Reaſon it [elf tells us, that to Faith 
we muſt ſubmit our Reaſon. Would 


| we think that Man rea/onable who 


would doubt to ſubmit his Reaſon to 
God the Principle of Reaſon ! 


| our Nature and Reaſon tells ws ; but 


bow , we know not , unleſs he himſelf 
reveal it. Some thought the Deity 
' they acknowledged was to be Wor- 


| /hiped with the Sacrifice of them- 


ſelves, or the Burning of their Chul- 


| dren, as ſome Pagans. 1n the Old 
| 


Law they thought God was tobe A- 
aor'd by the $ acrifice of Beafts : But 


God will and ought to be Worſhiped _ 
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The DEDICATION. 
in the New we abby ſuch $ acyi- 
fices, Roman Catholicks among 
Chriſtians offer him daily the Sscr:- 

fice of his Son Incarnate : Proteſtants 
condemn this Sacrifice, and content 
themſelves to Honour him with the 


proper Sacrifice of their Prayers, 
and of forrew for their Sins. 


in Fen as to the Worſhip of "Gd. 
Let us Reafon, My Lords, cer- 
tamly God is not at preſent content 


1 pleaſe, for one diſallows the other, 
Tuagrng it abominable. 

.Jf the Spirit of God moves me to 
one of theſe im particular , the Jame 


Þ. * way of Worſhip ana condemn it., 
Fo IM zt be the true Spirit that 
r bins who cotdemms me, 11s 106 
F: rj Spirit by which I ans ; moved, 
Ec, < Sb: £ -3 ts xrpoſivie for Man 70 
BS analy Y hich Way he ought 70 turi 
” Þinfadf to God without a | = N 
Ou 
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to be Wor ſhiped by any of theſe waies 


(4 irit cannot move another to abhur, 


From this Variety of Judgement 
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Tu ſee then 'tts but Natural t0 = 

' pet it from nm, and that we Wout 

be all at a fland without\if.,  » 
We find in our ſelves a violent im- 
elmation to Luſt , Intemperance, and 
other Evils ; lay aſide the Revelatt- 
on of Original Sin the canſe of theſe 
Diſorders , to whom ſhall we aſcrive 
382 Shall we ſay , that God, who 
made our Nature and all that is m 
ut, implanted in us theſ: vitious m- 
clmations? No. T bey are Motions 
contrary to the. Motions of his Spirit, 
2 Law contrary to the Lawof God, 
they formally oppoſe his Sautiity, and 
contraditt him , ſpeaking to ws by 
Reaſon, Rom. 7. 23. They cannot 
ve then from God , but {rom who 
\|. *elſe we hid not known, bad we nat 
had a Drome Revelation. 

Whesn we followmg our Appetites 
bave worked againſi Reaſon, Reaſon 
tells us , we bave offended the LAu- 
thor or Gruer of our Keaſon , but a- 
f $am, m what manner we cught to | 

EEE be  kmnake * | 


Thi DEDIGATION 


COnverue ES G od. og revealed both 
what he would have #5 Beheve d Ml 
hine, and what he would have ms do 


thoſe Drone Truths ave ſhut up in 
@ Book we call the Bible. We all 
run to this Book , earneſt to know 


nihil eſt omnis Homo. ' But who | 
ſhall Interpret this Book tows? We, 
ſee our greateſ® Divines cannot t gree | 
among themſeloes in the ſenſe of it, 
bow bell meaner Capacities hope to. 
 Wderſiandir? When weareat var 
| Koo Ince in 0ur wderſt anding of a Paſ- 
fe and which wo habrifns! is our 
RF u7on, 2 Petr. 3. 16. Who 
—K 4 ſe our Judge to ſet h.m who is 
” . Won 4 Lngnr, - #0 compoſe our dif- 
| "ferance't The Scriprure ut ſelf by a 
"9 Y | " ie |; we » of HÞ p Tt, g TY 2 M y 
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fo ſerve bim, And bold that alk 


* what is our Duty to God, which 3s | 
mdeed as the wiſe Man ſawes omnis | 
Homo, and without which in'T ruth,” 
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Wiſdom and your K nowledgerof TRY 
| $ratn. Lo it not the pard-of a Fudge 
| tote give Sentence that all-prefens 

| nay know '22þ0 of the tro Difſent- 
bing Parties. is in the right ,. or <ua0 
#518: the wrong, according to the Fudg- 
'es Sentence ?! But after the Strip- 
ture has faid all it can to our leart- 
I deft Men, after they have conferred 
j Paſage with Paſſage in the Vulgar 
| andOriginalTongues, Prayed © uſed 
| whatother means you pleaſe, excepte 
| 7g their ſubmiſſion to an Infanlible 

Church. Neither of them will auvow 
|. that he is contemned by Scriptnre ; 

\ then Scripture alone, cannot "be our 
Fudge, nor thoes God bimſetf by Serip- 
ture alone decide our differences. [nt 
the mean time without a Judge we 
are ail looſe in\our Opinons. 'Henee 
Confuſios , Ezre, Sword, Church as 
gainft Church, and Difſention among. 
the Feople to the Deſtrufhon,of the 
_ , ES. :- 
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a 1 as Ip, Holy Ts ng, 
t. Hen come to the Know ledge of Foe 
| Truth m matters of Faith, if. Y 
. may believe Sr. Paul, 1 Tim. I oo 
And cannit he, if be pleaſe, 
out any difficulty enlighten his Chivth 
and inflaence Her with an Wfallible 
affiflance in Her Deciſions ? Why 
| Zhen fhall wwe not think, he has* dons 
| /0% Jnce be has effabliſhed Her 0 
|  Gavern ws, (AR 20. 28.) and ſub- 
| fa nr as to Her Obedience, (Marth. 
(4 


What I» 1 fay, ſhall we not 1k 
No has done (0! Cana Tad 7 

— tunally doubt yet _of it after Chit” 
Janing4o Her, Who hears youhedts 

| mes, ? Luc.zo.) ) and a SOR ho . 
hn, (pb 4 PII 


| ThDEDICATION. 


made ſome Traders in his Church 
that we miuabr 1 oy Waver ? HIRE, 


K-14 


ity Ft 

. Grant this, My Loxys, "which 
55 evident encugh, that theT eaching 
' Church of Chriſt where/omever She 
ve, « Infallible in Her Deciſions of 
Religion , and the main Work us 


out by Her Marks ſet down im the 
Holy Scriptures, as the Sun amoiig 
the Planets, in Sole poſuit Taber- 


t& Her as Viſible as the S un, 


® 7 on. L} f boking # rang 2 (n aus , be 
—_— s 7 Wy ined diformity of our Re- 
£8 We. 1701 the. W ord of G OD, 
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De, an Out aver and 3 | | 
 r2ady to Wea hen to others who ſpeak + 
with more applauſe > if he Judge hu 
Fore-T eachers. Fallible , Jin the 
greet and laſt Concern of bis Eter- : 


done, for. we will as eaſily find Her 


_ naculum ſuum, ./ Plal 18. ) behas 
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The DEDICATION. EY 
von this little Book, and with. yur 
| Reaſon ex2mrie impartially rhe Wing 
[| ſons W ring for te R. Cathotick 
Religion, If here and there our Rea- 
ſans ſeem 10 contraditz your ſenſes, 
| tis i00bey Faith, to Her , according = 
- to St. Paul, Rom. 1. v. 5. Weowe 
Obedience ; and fach, that we muſs 
ſometimes captivate our under ſtand- 
ing for this per formance, 2 Corin. 
RE: MT 1 
"Tis true, Reaſon ts the Light of 
Man, but Faith is the Light of a 
| Chriſtian. To be a2 Man | muſt be 
 KRatunal, but moreover I muſt Be- 
_ bieve to havetheTitle of @ Chciſtian. 
God 25 gruen us both our Will, aud 
our Unaerjtanding. He will (and with 
> 2h Reaſon) be Houured, by theone 


_— 


_ afwell as by the other. ED 
_ { Bonour him with my Will when T 
 Ovey bys Law, I Honour him with 
myVnderſtauding when 1 [5:56 m0 
Eaih, and ſeek noother evidence than 
vs Word for all 1 Belicve in of der 10. 
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The DEDICATION. 
js. Salvation. "' Armydbing, (what \ 


% 


becauſe God commanarit, ia perfeft+ | 


ſubmiſſion of my Will tobis command. 
ſo my Beheving,, what Gid reveals - 
. fo meby his Church, / which other-' Þ 
waies I don't underſtand, ) 4 a þ 
perfett ſubmiſſion of my Underſtaud- | 
ing to bus Word. IE 
A Word worthy of our Adovation. | 
God. by the force of hrs Word Created || 
1s, by the bounty of his Word Redeem- * 


ed us, and by the Submiſſion of ow | 


 Tudement to his Word, revealed io | 

5 by his Church, expetFs to:Save | 
#4, Otiherwaies-not , He that Be- - 
lieves not / viz. all that be has re- 

Pp BE f | 
\. wealed, ) ſhall be Damned uradubt- 
" "edly, Mark 16. 16. 

- Tlaow My Lords, that if a Man. 
find himſelf canvinced to become a Ca- 
- tholick at this tmme, the very fear 
—- of beirg thought to turn npon the ge- 
 Sount of Gaming or continuing in I'a-- 
| Wur, is 10. (mall. SHumnpieug _R_ to 
ivy : oy 
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\ Þ Parſons of Honour: Dut if you bave. 
| ſtrong. Reaſo1t;-0% your. feae T what 
\ Þ Reaſonable Man can wonder © Should 
Fl wt they rather. wonder ,. to ee you 
Þ ( Men before intheir Opinion ſoRea-_ 
- | ſonable, now failand fall from Rea. *| 
# in, or of fo little. reſolution, 4s to 
| have an infinite Good , for a Good 
that is ſo finite, 0. ſmall, I meang 
| conſervation of efteem among the Ial- 
F. Of this laſt T thought. good to mind 
1 your Lordihips ww my great Leal for - 
ſ Jour Souls, and bigh reſpef? for your 
Perſons coveting to bein Chrilt,. 
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To A little Book call' 


[PROTESTANCY 


To'be Embrac'd. 
OR, 
An infallible Method to reduce 


 ROMANISTS 
|. ROM 
POPERY to PROTESTANCY. 


MH Preamble. 


= HIS RarcMethod ſo taking in the Fan« 
b A Cy of its Author may have ſome Vanity 
Jog init, but ſureno Verity, being iound 


to be Compos'd , Chymera-like , of twe 

Qualities, which deſtroy each other. It is ſaidto' 
be Infallible, and New, If Infallible, it muſt be 
according to Proteſtants, the Word of God, orat 
{ leaftcontainedin it, and by conſequence Ancient , 
' and fo not new. If new, it is not the Word of 
God, nor contained in it , and ſo not Infallible. 
| | Again 3 
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Again, if new, it is a meer Work of Reaſon y and 
ſo not a Way to lead Men Infallibly to Truth in mat." [| 
ter'of Religion. I | 


Ot our Speculative and Moral, or 47 
Practical Divinity,  "Þ- 


SECT. L 
© eAnſier to what is Objefed again | 


theR. Catholicks Speculative 


ſary of a double Sacriledge , which is, that it 

both hinders Devotion and eneryats Faith. 
"But this is a falſe ſurmiſe , for how: can it be poſ- 
fible that She, which alone among all our Sciences 
makes it Her task to propoſe to us, explain, and 
confirm the Objett of Faithand Deyotion. , 1 meant. 
firſt God; and his Divine Attribvts ,- and nexthaye 
we ſhonld Honour Hint , and behaye- our ſelves 
with his Majeſty, in.our Worſhip to him ; ſhould 
nat promote but hinder Faith and Devotion ? Is 
it credible, ſay I, that this Science with all the en- 
deayour and afforded Light ſhould not help , but 
rather remoye us from our end ? If ſome ſhort- 


-. fightcd People think She moyes more doubts , hen 


[| Find our School Divinity is tax'd by our Adyer- 


"ty 4 : ? 
wat; 


"STR co. 
BYE he: bs 
+ F408 

®; wwe , 


pr 


Ges with- Her Solutions; The fault is in 

0 ſight , or tainted underſtanding, not 
Divinity. As when in ſome, the1l] affeted Pallate 
| loaths Meats ; which otherwaics are moſt wholc- 

C. ; . G 

"Mw things , altho' moſt certain to R. Catho- 
licks, are diſcuſſed in this Science and brought by 
Reaſon to a rigid Tryal, by which means doudts, 
whichdo, ormayariſc to the Enemies of our Faith, 
+ Snd a clear Solution. Thus Reaſon then over- 


** ome by the yery Arms of Reaſon does not only 
captivate Her ſelf to obey Faith , but morcover 
freely yiclds and joynes with Her againſt the Enc- 
mies of our- Religion, 

So againſt the Tews we demand if it was poſh- 
ble that God ſhould becow.e Man : 'Againſt'thoſe 
who deny the veracity of Scripture, if God can lie. 
Avainſt thoſe who hold the Decree of Reprobati- 
on in God afore any foreſeen Demerit either of 
Adam or his Poſterity, 

This Queſtion is moyed , whether a Soul allto. 
gether [nnocent rway be by an infinite Goodneſs 
deſigned to the Eternal Pains of Hell? Againſt 
Athieſts this Querie is made whether or no , by 
the light of Nature one may demonſtrate the exi- 
ſtence of a God ? Thus different Queſtions are made 

- Concerning the poſlibility of different things. Be 

þ Cauſe the Enemies of our Faith, as they ecafidy paſs 
* from the denyal of the poſſibleto the denyal of the 
actual exiſtance of a thing, ſofrom the conviction 

of a poſlibility they are more eaſily drawn to a- 

vow the aQual exiſtence of a reveal'd Objet. Net- 
theris this the work, as our Adyerſary deems,of idle 

Men , unleſs he thinks them to do nothing, who 
make it all their . Labour to bring forth in Men a 
noble Sentiment of God ,, and free them fram all 
(crupleintheir way of ſerving him. Az Set- 


(4) 


Anſwer to what 1s Objefted a- 
gainft R. Catholick's Pratfical 
or Mora! Drivinty. 


large , and piving too.much way to the 
Corruption of Nature. $0o heretofore the 
Phariſces condemned the Moral of CHRIST, 
becauſe he, who came to Saye what had periſhed, 
eonyerſed with Sinners, and Cured them on the 
Sabbath. If among us ariſe ſome Children of Ini- 
quicy who with. the ſubtilneſs of their wit endea- 
vour to elude , and betray the ſipypliciry of the 
Law , they , as unfaithful Stewards, arc removed 
from the care of Souis , and their dogmes branded 
with ſhame, a ſign to the Faithful , that their wild 
Opinions are to be avoided as poyſonons Herbs to 
the Sheep of CHRIST. Thus youſee their ex- 
trayagancy in their Sentiments brings no blot on the 
Moral of the R. Catholick Religion. 


our Moral , by a way of ſpeaking, he faies, he heard 
awons Catholicks , viz. That Men of wit do not 
Sin+ Their Reaſon is, ſaies he, that every Sin, 
for example, Adultery may be conſidered as a na- 
taral A&, and as an At unjuſt: If you conſent 
 «o it as a natural AQ, you incur no'Sin, if as to 
- iy an A unjuft , you Sin. 

3 To this I Anſwer. Firſt, There is no Man ſo 
ll iri Spirit or obdur'd in Conſcience , who does 
-QOL 


Ur Adyerfary condemns our Moral as too 


ys 60h aſperſion he endeayours to fix upon 


- —. 
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wot fre he incur's the Guilt of Adultery, when he 
conſents to do the natural A&t with knowledge of 
Injuſtice , 0%. In that circumſtance of another 
Man's Wife, inſeparably adhearing to 1t. 

For otherwaies , not only every Adultery would 
not be 2 Sin, but 'twould be alſo impoſſible to 
commit a Sin in Adultery. Which 1 ſhow thus: I 
cannot in that imaginary Opinion commit a Sin in 
Adultery , unleſs 1 will the A& of Adultery as un= 
juſt , but this I- cannot do , becauſe to will the 
unjuſt as unjuſt, reſting there, is to will malum que 
malum, or evil as it is evil, which is not the ob- 
je of Proſecution , or of the will ſeeking , but 
only of flight or of the will abhorring and avoid- 
ing. Now if theſe familiars of our @pponent avow 
it impoſſible to commit a Sin in Adultery , one 
may think *twere more likely to meet with them 
in Bediame then in an Univerſity, 

In fine, I preſs him further , and ask, if, what he 
utters in general, was not apply'd by the ſpeaker 
to the matter of Uſery in particular, if ſo , I avow 
that the Ignorant ſometimes may Sin in that mat- 
ter, where the knowing Man would not Sin, As 
when the Ignorant really ſuffering damage by the 
tending of his Morley intends , and takes Sinfully 
{omething more then what he lent , purely for the 
uſeof it, as Uſerers are wont todo. Which, it he 
had been a knowing Man, he might have Lawfully 
taken for his ſuffering damage in the lending of 
his Money, or fome- other Lawful title uvknown 
to the Ignorant , but known to him. 

Nay, That I may Charitably ſuſpend the Cen- 
ſuring of our Adyerſary as thc Relater of an Un- 
truth, I give yet this ſenſe to hisſaying, witty Men 
Sin not. That is to ſay., when Aftions indifferent 
as. to their Object, haye the ſame Phitica) Eftect , 
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whither I do them with a Good or 11! Intention |, 

for Example, a Cup of Winc equally ſtrengthens 

my Body , whither 1 drink it meerly out of ſen. | 
ſuality , which is a Sin, or becauſe it pleaſes God 

I retreſh my Body with it to be more able to ſerve | 
him , whict. is a vercuous AQion , the truly witty 
Man, who is ordinarily moy'd by Eternal Reaſons. 
chulcs to pleafe God by the latter intention and ab.. FF 


hors to Sin by the formet. | 
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Our Adyerſary's poſitive Proofs for | 
the Salvation of Protes7ants | 
examined and refuted, Ii 


SECT. XL | 


Proteftants cannot be ſav'd, even in 
the Opinion of our Adverſary, be- 
canfe they dou't fulfil what us 
 requir'd by him to Salvation. 
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F Ut Adverſary fayes that there are only two -;, 

() things neceſſary for Salvation , v!%. To ; 
live a Life conform to the Law of God. 

” And to Obey Humane Power deriv'd from Him: 

But theſe two things are fulfill'a by Proteſtants , 

L then they may be Sav'd. | 

= The fiſt part he proyes by the publick and pri- 
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make of the Holy Scripture , alledg- 
ing they take from thence the ſubject of their de 
al Diſcourſes, Meditations ind InſtruRtions come 
poſing their whole Life 'to its Model. 

I Anſwer by this their aſliduous uſe of Holy 
Scripture , they with the light, they taink theyhave «. 
om God above other Men, find it is impoſltble 

for any meer Man to keep God's Commandcements, 
WH or to live a Life conform to the Divine Law ; yet 
I} onr Adverſary gives usthis for a mark that they arc 
[- in a Saving Way, becauſe they Actually live a Life 
conform to the Law of God. I need not tell you 
that theſe two propoſitions cannot ſtand together. 
| If you deny. the former , you diſcredit the SCQTS 
| Catechiſm, and the torrent of Proteſtants: It you 
diſallow the latter , our Adverſary's Proof is lame 
of one Foot ; let us now ſee if it can ſtand on the 
other, The grcat Reformer Calvin, not to ſpeak 
of other Proteſtants, holds that the Laws of Men 
are nowiſe oblidging in Conſcience, Nunc , fajes 
he, L. 4. Inflit. c. 10. n. 5. ad humanas leges re. 
 deamus: Sj in bunc finem late ſtint ut Religionem 
nobis injiciant qua/t per ſe neceſſaria fit earum ob= 
ſervatio, dicimus confciencie imponi qued fas non 
&r.it, now ( ſaies he ) Jet us return to Humane 
Laws, if they be made on the account. of binding 
us in Religion, we fay 'tis a reftraint lay'd upon 
our Conſcience which was a thing Unlawful to do. 
Nequeenim cum hominibns ſed cum uno Deo negoti- 
um eft Conſcientiis noſtris. For the buſineſs of our 
| Conſcience belongs to God alone and not to Men. 
How is then the obſervaticn of' them , one 
_ of the two things neceſlary to Salvation ? 
W hich was the ſecond part of hisproof, that Pro- 
teſtants are in a ſaving Way, You ſee our Adyer-, 


{ary is here quite of his Feet, the firſt, of his Pager : 
| ; " fail- ] 


Vate ale they 


(8) 


failing by Proteſiant's Confeſſion , and the other 
being of no force ag a matter indifferent to Salvati- 
on. To riſe upagain, and get favour at leaft, 14 
he'can't credit, with thoſe of his FaQtion to make 
us Odious, he faies that Proteſtants are not of that 
Opinion of ſome Catholicks, *to wit, that the Pope 
has a Power to depoſe a King. : 
Anſwer: 1 avow ſome Proteftaiits are not of 


thoſe Catholicks is this, that the Catholick Ay 


with fear that the contrary Opinion be true. But 
Proteſtants who hold a depoſing Power , hold it 
ſkrongly, undoubtedly with a ſecure Judgment of 
the goodneſs of the Ation , having confirmed it by 
publick Authority of Church and State, and a legal 
proceeding, as was ſcen in the Bloody depoling of 
CHARLES the firſ} our Lawſul Soycraign, I 


yore the. Loyal party now has a Horrour of that 
c 


oyal party it ſelf had not that horrour when be- 
ing of the Church of England they depoſedin like 
manner Queen MAR Y of Scotland 'Lawful Heir 
of that Kingdom... fn 

Since then the Aftions of both the Ghurch of Eng- 
land, and Kirk of Scotland, or, of both the Pretlatick 
and Presbyteriau paity make our Hiſtory bluſh at 
” what they have done in this matter , . ſhouja not 
either of them be aſham'd to caſt up fo often to 
the R. Catholick Religion that ſome of Her Chil- 
© ren have Written , . not with aſſurance, but with 


SECT, 


their Sentiment the difference between them and. 


thors ſay it but faintly, cam formidine de oÞpoſito- 


poſing Power. But it muſt be confefied the- 


A 


bo A, 


- ()' Antagoniſt advances an other proof to 
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FREE it 


Proteſtants are in a worſe condition 
than thoſe who never heard of 
CHRIST. 


ſhow that a Proteſtant can be Say'd, God, 
ſfayes He, illuminates all Men that come 
into this World , Tohn 1. v $, then he adds, arc 
not Proteſtants Men ? 
Anſwer. They are Men, and illuminated by 
God, but if they reſiſt this Light which is given 
them, and equivalently tell God , as thoſe wicked 
Men of whom 1ob ſpoke, 1ob. 21. v. 14. Scieu- 
tiam viarum tuarum nolumas, Wewtillnot have the 
knowledge of thy Wayes. They will be found more 
remote from Heayen , then, it they had nat receiv'd 
it, ® | 
He urges we R. Catholicks grant that Infidels 
who have never heard of CHRIST may be Sav'd 
and inconſequently deny that hope of happineſs to 
Proteſtants, 
Anſwer, There's no ill conſequence here todeny 
-a capacity of Salvation to him who puts a hinde- 
rance to it, and tograntitto him , who puts notes 
The Infidel who hath never heard of CHRIST, 
doing what lycs in him by living according to the 
Light of Nature, make's way to Grace. But the 
Proteſiant , who reje&s Faith offered to him by God 
and his Church, willingly ſhuts up the avenue to 
a further Grace , and untill he cemove this obſtacle 
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==. in the Scripture. 


(to) 


by an humble ſubmiſſion of his \ndgmentto Faith, 


he continues in an impoſſibility to pleaſe GOD. c 
O! but you ere uncharitable, ſayes He, to per. 


fwade the ſimple Peaple , that @ Proteſtant can't 
be Sav'd. : 
I ask him, can @ R. Cathelick be Say'd? Ithev 
faies, no, whereis his Charity for us? If heaffirms, 
we may , then they who according to Proteſtants | 
are Idolaters may be Say'd. If ſo , whom will 
yon exc]ude from Heayen ? ' 
| _ But to return to his Obje&tion, ſince he denies | 
Charity to us, and we only Faith to him , *Charity 
being a greater Vertue then Faith-according to St. 
Paul, is not he in this more'Uncharitable 'to us, 
then we to him? . | 
He goes on, do not Proteſtants belieye all Fun- I} 
damentals contained in the thtee Creeds and Scrip- 
ture ? 
I Anſwer, Firſt, ſince that there are Funda- 
mentals as condiſtinguiſhed from Intigrals , or not 
Fundamentals, is a Fundamental point with him; 
1 ask , *in what CREED, or Book and Chap, 
of Scripture is this Fundamental contained At he ' 
can't find this; then that hereafter he ſpeaking with 
Catholicks may diſtinguiſh a Fundamental! from an 
Integral, as he calls it.. . Let him take this notion. 
of a Fundamental from. us, to wit, that all things 
contained in Holy Scripture are Fundamentals in 
this ſenic, that we are bound to believe them un- 
_ der pain of Damnation , when they are ſufficiently 
propos'd to us by the Church , as revea!'d by God 


For to diſbelieve God revealing that Chrift me 
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| entals we perfectly diſtinguiſh the Faithful foul 
Te a inde! or Setarin = thcrefore it is 

t oiven without, graund . or, reaton. a 

= " Kadla when Che commanded the Goſpell to 

| be preached to Men,,, did .he command the things 

>} only which you callfundamentals, to be Preach'd, 

# of the whole Goſpel. if things only you calf 

Fundamentals, why. were . the Apoſtles ſo exact 

to give us- the- whole Goſpel , that it's thought 

F Damnable. not anly.tq.add. , but to pair from it ? 

| If hecommanded the whole Goſpel to be Preached, 

and' conſequently. to be, beliey'd , how, can he-be 

fay'd., who refuſes-tqgbclieve the leaſt Integral of 

| it when its ſufficiently. propoſd.to him as re. 

ucaled: by God, : 


| I. G & FELL. 

Iris not Lawfull to: follpw, aprovable 
| * Opmion in matter of vetief. 
N Ow I come to his Acbiles , this dreadful 


Argument to Rqmanjſts , this Argument im. 
in his. Judgment" above the reach ofal} Ra. 
tional Solution, It.runs thas. 

Who Follows a.probable Opinion neither ſing: 
nor does raſhly. or. lImprugently. But who bolds thae: 
. Proteſtants ,may. be ſ{ay'd , followes- a- probable O. 
, Pinion, Then he.neither ſins nox does- raſtily- or 
| Inprudently.- +: 
 . The major , ſaies;he , is Commonly admitted 

by Teſuits and others. And a probable Opinion is 
that which Learned , Prudent and. PiousMen _ 
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But that a Proteſtant may be ſay'd , is an Opin. 
ion that Learn'd , Prudent and Pious Men hold ; 
then it is a probable Opinion that Proteſtants may 
be ſav'd. | 

Anſ. 1 diſtinguiſh the major, in matter of Faith, 
On which abſolutly depends Salvation , he does not 
Sin who follows a Probable Opinion ; I deny ; 
in other matters I grant. If we hold a Prieſt to 
Sin (and all Judicious Men think 'we ought to do 
ſo in our Principles ) who makes uſe, in the Bap- 
tiſm of a dying Child, of that which is only ate 
ably Water having at hand fure Water , Becauſe 
he makes a mortal breach of Charity againſt his 
Neighbour expoſing the Child's Salvation. Am net 
I damnably Injurious to my ſelf to follow a prob- 
able Opinion in matter of Faith , without which 
I cannot be ſay'd , when I haye my choice of tak- 
ingaſureway ? any not I bound to be as Chari- 
table to my (df , in a matter of that couſcquence 
as to my Neighbour. 

Again , can my underſtanding tell my Will that 
ſbe may prudeatly command him to give a certain 
and -infallible afſcnt ſuper omnia above all thar may 
be aid ( fuch as the aſſent of Faithis) to an objeR, 
co command which, ſheis only moy'd by a probable 
motive ? what it an Angel, come after this aſſent 
is made , from Heayen and tell me the thing 1 af- 
ſented to, is falſe , as I fear'd , or might have 
reaſonably fear'd 'twas , having only a probable 
motiye to belcive the contrary. Might not he ac- 
cuſe me not only of Imprudence but alſo of bold- 
neſs to make my ſelf believe that God ſaid it, and 
ſo Father upon him, as other articles of my Faith , 
this which is found to be falſe , which I might 
bave juſtly fear'd having only ſo ſlendera ground 
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A Subſect ; 


"Tis not a probable Opinion that a 
Proteſtant may be /av'd. 


Oreover I deny that it is a probable O- 
M pinion that Proteſtants may be Sav'd, 
Firſt Becauſe the Church has defan'd the 
contrary , which definition excludes all probability 
from that Opinion, ( Secondly , ) I deny that 
Learned and Pious Men hold that Opinion. 
Our Adyerſary foreſecing this our negative, adds, 
dare we fay that Proteſtants are neither Learn'd nor 
Pious ? andthen with a triumphing Jock he quots 
that Verſe of Horace. 5: 
Auditum admiſſ! riſum teneatis amici. 
To our Imagin'd confuſion. Bur fair and ſoftly. 
Would you think that a publick Protcflor of Philo- 
{ophy ſhould from a copulacive deny'd inferr the ne- 
gatiye of both the members, asit trom this deny'd 
copulative, 


Our Adverſary is @ Souldier and a Phyſitian 


He ſhould preſently ſay, then, according to you I 
am neither a Soaldier,nor a Phiſttian. Who would not 
laugh at this Illation 2 And conſequently if 1 de- 
lire you not to laugh, Reader, or Hearey , it is 
Nut at us, but at him for his ſimplicity, i, ne, 
jaut , pas chanter \devant la Viftoire , ( faies the 
French-Man ) He Jhould not have aplauded himſelf 


afore a clearer Eye then his, had ſeen bis Vittory. 
B When 
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When I fay Proteſtants are not Learn'd and Pious, 
I -don't fay, . they are neither. Learn'd nor Dious 


_ there's a great difference between theſe two Propo.. 


ſitions. 


I ſay that Proteſtants are not Learn'd and Pious, . 
| becauſe they who are Learn'd ( viz. in mattersof 


Faith) ſee the Truth, and they who are Pious em- 
brace it, when they ſee it. 

Since Proteſtants then do not embrace the Rica. 
tholick Faith, which has appear'd as the only true 
to all Antiquity, as I may caſily ſhow , and clear. 


ly ſhines to Men ( who have not their underſtand. 
ing vailed, 2 Cor, 3. 15.) out of the Holy Scrip« | 
ture, as I ſhall make appear anon, either they do 


not ſee it, and thoſe are not Learn'd, or they ſee 


it and do not embrace it according to that video 
meliora proboque deteriora ſequor, that is to ſay., I 
ſee.what is Good, and approve of it, butin the mean 
time I pratice what is Evil , ) and'thoſe are not 
Pious. 


But while I ſay they are not Learn'd and Pious | 


in order to Salyation, 1 don't deny that many of 
them are very knowing Men in matter of Philoſo- 
phy , Aſtrology , Mathematicks , and ſuch like 
Sciences ; and alſo Men of moral Lives. But, 


Ouid mihi proderat faies St. Auguſtin , Ingenium 


per omnes Doftrinas l:berales agile, cum in Doftrind 


pietatis errarers? What did it avail meto have had 
a Wit fitted for all Liberal Arts, whilſt I was Tgno- 
rant of the Art of ſaving,my Soul erring in the Doc- Ni. 
trine of Piety? Out of the True Church there is 
no Sandity , and without True Sandity there isno Þ 


True or ſolid Piety. 
Let me give our Adverfary one Licht more by 
which he may ſee the weekneſs of his Argument. 


[ give , and not grant tÞat it is 2 probavic O- | 


pt , 
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non that a Priteſiane may be Sav'd , and ſup- 
poſe that Sempronius relying on It becomes 'a I'r0- 
reſtant. | Se ns Kat 

Now , I ſay cither Semproxius certainly believes 
hat all the Articles of his Faith are clearly ſet down 
in Scripture ( for they, are no where elſc) ornot? 
if the former , then he docs not rely upon a pro- 
bable Opinion only , for his being a Proteſtant, but 
upon a certainty s if the latter, then he is nota true 
troeſlant who has the Articles of his Faith not from 
Church or Apoſtolical Tradition, bur from Scripture 
only, Soa Man can never becomea Proteſtant {who 
muſt believe that all the Articles of his Faith are 
dearly ſer down in Scripture ) relying only on this 
Principle , *tis a probable Opinion that a Proze- 
ſtant may be Sav'd. 

I ask again our Adyerſary, whither this Principle, 
« Man may follow a probable Opinion in matter of 
Religion. 

Be a true or falſe Principle? If falſe, then a 
Man may prove a true Religion by a falſe Princi- 
ple. It true, then a Man may prove the Religion 
which is falſe in the Opinion of our Adverfary, to 
be a true Religion, by a true Principle, which is ab- 
furd, viz. the R. Catholick Religion is proven to 
be true , becauſe Catholicks, of whom many. 
are Learned and Pious, nay ſome Proteſtants, whoſe 
Authority makes with him a probable Opinion , 


bold it to bea ſaying, and conſcquently a true Re- 
ligion, 


B > CE 


tas), 


When I fay Proteſtants are not Learn'd and Pious, | 
I -don't fay, - they are neither. Learn'd nor _Pious; 
_ there's a great difference between theſe two propo.. 
ſitions, ; 
- I ſay that Proteſtants are not Learn'd and Pious, . 
| becauſe they who are Learn'd ( viz. in mattersof 
Faith) ſee the Truth, and they who are Piousem.. 
brace it, when they ſee it, 
Since Proteſtants then do not embrace the Rica. 
"tholick Faith, which has appear'd as the only true 
to all Antiquity , as 1 may caſily ſhow , and clear. 
ly ſhines to Men ( who have not their underſtand- 
ing vailed, 2Cor. 3. 15. ) out of the Holy Scrips 

ture, as I ſhall make appear.anon, either they do 

. -Not ſee it, and thoſe are not Learn'd, or they ſee 
it and do not embrace it according to that video * 
meliora proboque deteriora ſequor, that is to ſay, I 
ſee.what is Good, and approve of it, but in the mean 

time I practice what is Evil , ) and'thoſe are not 
Pious. 

But while I ſay they are not Learn'd and Dious 
in order to Salvation , 1 don't deny that many of 
them are very knowing Men in matter of Philoſo- 

phy , Aſtrology , Mathematicks , and ſuch like 
Sciences ; and alſo Men of moral Lives. But, 
Onid mihi proderat faics St. Auguſtin , Ingenium 
per omnes Dottrinas l:berales agile, cumin Doftrind 
pretatis errarem? What did it avail meto havehad þ 
a4-Wit fitted for all Liberal Arts, whilſt I was Igno- 
 . rant of the Art of ſaving.my Soul erring in the Doc- 
=. trine of Piety? , Out of the True Church there is | 
Eno Sanity, and without True Sanity there is no 
STrue or ſolid Piety. 
© Eet me give our Adverfary one Light more by 
wich he may fee the weekneſs of his Argument. | 
WT give , and not grant that it is a probav.c O- [ 
Te p t* 


in d ſup= 
"vary that A Priteſtant may be Sa d » __ P 
ie thar Senprontus relying on it becomes'a I'70- 
: il 1 fay either Semprontus certainly believes 
that all the Articles of his Faith areclcarly ſet coun 
 jn Scripture ( for they, are no whercelſc ) ornot: 
if the former , then he docs not rely upon a pro- 
bable Opinion only , for his being a Proteſtant, but 
BB upon acerrainty if the latter , then he is not a true 
BM Horeſiart who has the Articles of his Faith not from 
 B Churchor Apoſtolical Tradition, but from Scripture 
only. Soa Man can never becomea Proteſtant {who 
muſt bdieve that all the Articles of his Faith are 
. dearly ſer down in Scripture ) relying only on this 
Principle , *tis a probable Opinion that a Prote- 
ſtant may be Sav'd. 
I ask again our Adyerſary, whither this Principle, 
« Man may follow a probable Opinion in mattey of 
Religion. X 
Be a true or-falſe Principle? If falſe, then a 
Man may prove a true Relizion by a falſe Princi- 
ple, It true, then a Man may prove the Religion 
which is falſe in the Opinion of our Adverfary, to 
be a true Religion, by a true Principle, which is ab- 
| fard, wiz. the R. Catholick Religion is proven to 
be true , becauſe Catholicks, of whom many. 
are Learned and Pious, nay ſome Proteſeants, whoſe 
Authority makes with him a probable Opinion , 


bold it to bea ſaying, and conſequently a true Re- 
- # ligion, 
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T he formal Proteſtant cannot be- * 
[awd ; 


Ltho he thinks he has won the cauſe by his + 
laſt Argument , yet he brings another to. 
prove that a Proteſtant , nay a formal 

' Proteſtant may be fav'd, And to prevent our an- 
ſwer, hefayes, that R. Cathel/cks, as he was taught 
diftinguiſh the formal Proteſrant from the material, ; 
in this, that the material is in an invincible 1gno- 
rance., the forma] in a vincible Ignorance. But y 
betore he goes further , 1 muſt tel] him that he is F;, 
either ſhort of Memory , or that he took jill up his 
Leſſon of the formal Hercticks. For R. Catho/ick 
Divines, teach not that he is a forma} Heretick, 
who lives in a vincible Ignorance , altho' grofly 
culpable , and affefted too, if he be not pertina- 
cious, but he only is a formal Heretick who with 
obſtinacy defends an Errour. 

Hence St. .4#g. Epiſt. 162. ſpeaks thus. ©? 
ſententiam ſuam quamvis falſam atque perverſam 
 wulla pertinact animoſuate de/endunt , &c. parati 
L. corrigt cum invenerint veritatem , nequaquam ſunt 
= inter Heyeticos reputandi, id eſt , Who defends their 
ET Opinion , tho falſe and perverſe, but without any 
b[tinacy ready to ſubmit when rhe Truth ſhalt be 
wy them, are not at: all to be counted Hereticks. 
b when our Adverſary tclls me that a formal 
ſbant, may haye ſtronger Arguments (ix. as 
Wappcar io him,) againſt T Arca 
=. LEN 
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he is.in an invincible Ignorance aneio 
- wh | infer from that gs not, 
and. ſo may be Sav'd. But, and ſo is On 9. md- 
* 1erig] Proteſtant, according to the notion of a MA» 
| terial Proteſtant given , and agreed upon by our 
MF: adverſary, and fo indeed the material Proteſtant 
may in this caſe be Say'd, not the formal. But, 
* then he will tcl] you, there is no formal Proteſtant, 
" for who knowing his Error defends it, is an Hy- 
1 Þ +pociite, &c. not a Truc Proceſtant. 
Anſwer, There arc likely many ſuch among 
'F thoſe who pals in the eſteem of their Brethren for 
- truc Proteſangs , Men , 1 fay , carried away cither 
j-- by Paſſion or [firereſt to ſpeak againſt their know+ 
ledge, As among Re Cathelicks there arc but too 
” many, whoare led by Intereſt or Paſſion to do that 
, Which they know to be Damnableand again their 
'- Conſcience. 


| L 
Y 


> And nw not to ſpeak of thoſe who have been, 
; : and are known to be of this Category, I bring you 
a Reaſon for the proof of what L have ſaid, which 
S-this. It's certain all the Arguments , R.C atho- 
'Y licks bring tor the proof of their Religion, are not 
Clearly and with tull fatistaRion ſolv'd by Proteſtants; 
| elſe why would ſo many of their Learn'd Men, 
+ 21 could Name ſome , come to us for Truth's 
= lake, not only without any Humane inticement , 
but on the contrary with great Worldly prejudice, 
4 - and renuuncing of natural ſatisfa&ion , which is 
| not remark'd 1n our Learn'd Peoplegoingto them, 
{When th-ir Lives, after they have [ef us , Are con- 
*, fidered without paſſion, WIN 
Now it this be crue that our Arguments are not 
fully (>ly'd by them, many of their Learn'd Men 
mult ſcethis, as 1 was told of a Minifter in France, 
+: / when. Was Amony the French) who, when his 
Y s: | B' 3. © & 'W.ite-: 
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Wife ſtartl'd by what he uttered in a Diſcourſe ; 
ſaid to him after, if that be true, why do welive 
as we live? He anſwered Her, Oe Diable veut 
tk que je faſſe avec toy & mes Enfans, that is ; 
What the Devil wilt thou have me do with Thee and 
my Children ? . To wit, if he Liv'd according to 
what he thought. Thus they ſeeing the R. Cat ho- 
tick Truth, and Teaching Proteſtancy are formal 


be Say'd. : 
Many of the material Proteſtants are, it may be, 


they frame to themſelves againſt Tranſubſtantia- 
£70Nn. 

And this depends much of the notion of a Body 
which hath been given them in Philoſophy. 


of its parts, and that accidents are not diftin from 
the ſubſtances ; it preſently appears to them im- 
poſſible that the whole Body of CHRIST canbe 
in eyery the leaff particle of the Hoſt , and there 
under the ſole Accidents of Bread. 

But we Catho/icks when we ſceſuch notions can- 
not ſtand with what the Holy Scripture ſaies, the 
Holy Fathers unanimouſly teach, and the whole 
Church hath bclieved from the Apoſtles time down 
tous; we condemn them, knowing that Reaſon 
muſt captivate it ſelf ro Obey Faith, not Faith ſub- 
mit hcr felt to Reaſon. y 
© Don't think for what 1 have faid that acknow- 
Woe a material. Proteſtant , who has no doubt in 


ed deny but that he may be Say'd. , but I do 


great changesin the Prozeſiant Religion ns 


Proteſtants, who 1s long asthey remain ſo, cannot 


much held in their way by the Phyſical Arguments, 


For, if they have been taught , for example, that | 
the nature of a Body conſiſts in an aftual extenſion. 


Faith ſccure as to his Salvation, no; 1 donot_ 


blolutcly ſay that he will be Say'd, forhefe-_ 


_m_ —_ 


| ining alwayes 
« riſe, the R. Catholicks alone remaining alw1) 
' came , ſeeing Preachers who NA bevy + 
Learn'd and Good-men , and who ha . 
Co form to the Word of God, 
to the Covenant as CONIO nh 
F cow ſolemnly renounce It , acknowle S ys 
M tac got a vew Light» he can't | ſay well , but 
doubt, whether he ought to follow them in this 
Light, or in the Light for which they ſaid before 
35 much, asfor this. * 
And ſince they changed from the former, it may 
Þ be hereafter they will change from this to a third, 
there being no more infallibility in this, then in 
the former. Andif he doubt , he is bound to en- 
 Quire,.and hearing , that the R. Catholick Church 
Þ believes Her ſelf to be infallible in what She de- 
livers of Faith, 
AK. 1ofallibility, if ir were true , being { as confeſs'd 
P by all) a certain means to ſettle Men in Conſcience, 
JF and ſecure them from all doubts in matters of Re. 
Þ lizion, he is bound to enquire, and try if Roma- 
I 1/5 have any ſolid ground to bring for this their 
Tenet, and if he find it good, in Charity to him- 
{elf he's bound to embrace it. 
Next, tho'a material Protefſant have no doubr, 
* he is not in an equal condition in order to Sajva- 
tion , becauſe if he fall into grievous Sin, he has no 
ther Remedy then an A& of Contrition , or of 
| Sorrow for it , purely for the Love of God, he 
has offended, which is not ſo cafily had. Where 
- 25 the Catholick- has frequent Sacramental Confeſ- 
J fion and by it pardon from God, which is clearly 
| INtlmared to us, in Io. 20. chap. v 23. The Sins 
which you remit are remitted to th:m. A Proteſlant 
may fay I belieyc from that paſſage it notill,, © but 
+ Lawful to-Confeſs to a Miniſter of 'the Church, 
| but not that we are bound, = 
, : | | 2 £ ; -Put- 
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But weigh then ,. ſay I, the following Words, 
Whoſe Sins you retain ( or do not pardon ) are re. 
tatned, ( are not pardon'd; ) this can't be under. 
ſtood of Proteſtants Excommunication , for if you 
dont, or can't pardon, with what Authority do you, 
or can you retain? Both parts belonging to the 
FunQion of the ſame Miniſters of God. Alfo the 
Excommunication is not a forma] retaining ot Sin, | 
but a thing deſtin@, and a ſign of your retaining: 
it, poſterior to the retaining of it. Moreover, 
how can the Prieſt know which Sin he may remit, 


and which he muſt retain, if you do not Contefs- | 


them to him ? 

And St. Auguſtin. in- Confirmation of this Con- 
feſlion , ſayes, in his 49. Hom of the 5o. Hom, 
Tom. 10.-DoPenance 45 it vs. prattijed in the Church, 
and let no Man ſay. ( occutte ago, apud Deum ago) 
I &o it ſecretly inthe Fottom of my Heart. Ergo, 
faies he , Sine cat/a diftum eſt quecurgque Solveritss, 
&@'c. Matth. 16. 19? Fraſ:ramus Evangelium , fru- 
ſeramus verba Chriſti ,, did Chriſt then ſay that in 
vain , ſayes He, ts the Miniſters of the Churgh. 


Whoſe Sins ye remit are remuted to them? We ſru- 
ſtrate the Coſpel., aud. make. woid the Words of 


Chriſt. 

Beſides ( many as ſome 4poſtats, ) come to have 
no d..ubtin the Proceſtant Religion, hy a puſh. 
ment from God. +0 quod charitatem veritaits non 
receperunt ut ſalvi flerent, 1ded mireer i:lis Deus ofpe- 
rat nnem Errors, vt .credant mendacio» ſaies St. Paul 
a/,Thefl: 2. cap. 2 v. 10. Tecakſe they have not 


= chrri/Þ'd o» embrac'd the Truth n hich (od ont of 


LILoeve manifeſted t» thrm, that b» it thry mig be 
$ew'd, thercfore ' od vl! ſend, thm the Operation 
RREREF-Erroy io Lelieve ls ing He will ſend i. e. fates St, 

es /tin L, 2, de Civit. Dei cap. 19, Vit _— 
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its Devil to do thoſe things , VIZ. #0 bring them to 
beli ing. 6 ; 
pK conſcious tO themſelves of theirte- 
pid or vicious Life, in the Religion they were in . 
ought not to ground themſelycs upon their want Þ 
lonbt in the way. they have taken , but to uſe nuc 
humble Prayer to God to enlighten them. 

Here 1 2dd ſomething our Adverſary ſaics , to 
uſhfic himſelf, in a Letrcr to A Friend, Sure 1 
am, faies He, that a knowing Man , «s one may 
have Reaſon to think me to be in ſuch matters, can 
WT never reſſt a known Truth. -S0 if 1 bein an Error, 
W'/is not ax Error of Will, but Iudgement; for which 
Cod damns no Man, provided this Erroy be invin- 
' tible, as undoubtedly mine is, allowing what your 
 prepoſſe|ſton inclines you to believe, that 1 am really 
miſtaken: There being an invincible Error , but 
leſs refleled on, that comes from knowledge as well 
{ 45 an other more talked of inthe Schools , that pro- 

Cereds from want of knowledge. 

Anſwer. Did not Origen and Tertullian reſiſt 

a known Truth? If not, why were they con- 

demned? If they did reſiſt it, may not you alſo? _ 

Vere they leſs knowing than you? Or leſs Vertu- 

ous in their Moral Life then you? One fault was 

found in them, to wit, that they would nct ſub- 
F mit their Judgement to the Church. And this is 
found in you. 

 Tho' God damns no Man for an Error of Judge- 

ment. He may damm-a Man for the Sin, to pu- 
, Miſh which, he withdrew his Grace , and for want 
of which Grace, this Man ſell into that Error of 
Judgement, So a drunken Man Dying, tho' he is 
not Daraned for what proceeds from Drunkeneſs, 
for a Blaſphemy uttered in that time, yet he may 
be damned for the Sin , which brought him'to-this. 
diſtemper of his Reaſon. 4 -Nei- 
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Neither flatter your ſelf with an invincibleError MK ir 
procceding from knowledge, there is no ſuch; an 
Error of Judgement is an Ignorance of Truth, and i 
therctore that Error proceeds from Jgnorance, and i} t 
not from knowledge. A Fool upholding his Opi. | < 


nion againſt a number of Wife Men, thinks this his, 
Opinion proceeds trom his knowledge, which 0. 
thers have not, and that he ſpeaks_with a great 
deal of ſenſe, In the mean while, the Wiſe Men 
-prefent, pitty him ; ſecing all he ayes. is but non-. 
ſenſe,” and that all this Diſcourſe, in which he runs 
Out, proceeds fronrhis Ignorance. So that what he 

57 in hinifelt to be Light, is trugly Daik- 
neſs, iÞ 


_— 


CH AP; 111. 


Our Adverſary's Negative Proofs for 
the: Salyation of Proteftants. 
Refuted, 


SECT. LT 


Formal Proteſtants are Schif- 
maticks. 


Fter our Adycifary had endeavoured, tho', 
as I hope you have ſufficiently (cen, in 
_——4 vain to prove poſitively that ' Proteſtants : 
way be fav'd in his ſecond Sef, pag. 43. His | 
gim , is here to prove the ſame- negatively 7.e. that 


1 their Religion there is no hi nderance of Salvation. 
Two things only , 3s he Imagins ; may hinder 
tom Salvation , Schiſm ana Hereſie, Bat Pre 
eſtants are free from both; then they have no hin- 
Jrance of Salvation , as he concluds. Schiſm , 
Gies he, is a ſeparation from the truc Church , 
| and the true Church is that of primative Chriſtians. 
Ve , grant all this. But Proteſtantsdo not differ 
| from the primative Chriſtians, this we deny. And 
this which he ſhould have chiefly proven, and one 
which lyes the whole force of debate between him 
and us, he paſſes oyer, and flips away, ſaying, it bas 
been proven by others. This way of proving is 
- indeed a new method, but not infallible. For, _ 


C | ſhall I believe him that others have done that whic 


he with all their Light given him and his own dar'd 
Not undertake to do himſelf? Since he then 
could not prove that Protcſtants do not difer , from 
the primative Chriſtians, 1 will not content my ſelf 
to ſay that others haye proven that they do differ, 
but I will prove it to him. 
1 ſuppoſe that Chriſtians in the third age ( I go no 
| farther then the bounds he allows me ) 3d not dif. 
fer from the ſecond, nor the ſecond trom the firſt 
In their rule of Faith , and this ſuppoſed, 1 ſay. 
Proteſtants now have not the ſame Rule of Faith 
_ whichChciſtians had inthe firſt three Ages, then they 
' differ from them. The Rule of Faith among thoſe pri- 


FF. mative Chriſtians was the Holy Scripture as interpret= 


ed by Chriſt the Apoſtles, and their Succeſlors,not the 
Seripture as intrepreted by every private Mans beſt un- . 
derſtanding,which is theR ule now among Proteſtants 

refuſing to ſubmit to any Counſel,or Synods interpre- 
tation of a paſſage of Scripture , if their Judgment 
{t1n4 29ainſt it. The Diſciples of Chriſt, 'englightn'd 
4s they were ,%id not ufiderſtand the Scriptures bers 

| __ 
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Chrift opened *em to them , and St. Peter Vicar 
of Chriſt in that funQtion explaining the Scripture 
to thoſe of his time, told them, it did not belong 
to any private Man to Interpret it , 2 Petr, 1 v.20 
and Inſtanced that many bad wreſted or miſs-Inter. 
preted St. Payls Words fo their own Deftrucion, 
2 Pety,3.,9.16, CHRIST ſaid to Peter, tecdmy 
Sheep, not with Bread , but with Do&rine. Ay, 
I. cannot Feed that Child, who willfully refuſesto 
open his Mouth to receive the Food, 1 offer him, 
no more could Petey Feed thoſe Chriſtians with 
Doctrine , had they retuted to open their Ears, and 
to hear it with ſubmiſſion. 

Thoſe Chriſtians then wiſcly. ſubmited to Peter; 
and their followers to his Suceſſots being of an cqual 
ap» to Inſtrut them ; for Chriſt promiſing to 

e with his Apoſtles to the end of the, World did 
not mean with their Perſons only , who were not to 
exceed a hundred Years, but alſo with thoſe of 
their Lawful Succefſors. And fo the perpetual Cu- 
ftome of the Church hath been to have recourſe 
in Controverſics of Religion to the Sea of Rome, it 
being neceſlary , as St. ireneas ſaid in the 2. Age for 
all Churches , to have their recourſe to her. 

Next to prove to me that the Proteſtants do not 
differ trom the Primative Chriſtians, you muſt not 
only ſay , but ſhow me that your whole Church, 
not only ſome private men , takes the Scripture 

| in«the ſame ſenſe , their whole Church or lead- 
ing Church took it in. | 

Show me ſyume General Counſel of yours or a Þ 
| . Body of Paſtors, to which you all unanimouſly | 

= ſubmit,and then 1 will underſtand what your Church 
holds, otherwayes not. And becauſe you will 
not ſubmit to any ſuch Body , I can never un- 
wderftand how you agree withthe Chriftians of pri- 
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rf. Aecither fend me to your profeſſions of Faith, fos 
re Gift intheſe all Proteſtants do not agree. We agree, 
of Ga you , in Fandamentals , I as what are the 
2 Fundamentals in which you agree+ with all other 
r @ Protetant Churches? Here you are at 2 ſtand, 
And I alſo; For if you don't align me them, how | 
ſhall 1 know that in them preciſcly you all agree, 
Beſide moſt of the: Articles of thoſe Profeſſions are 
meer Negatives of Catholick Articles , unknown, 
(asyou (ay , not 1, to the primitive Chriftians; 
and I (ay, if they did not know thoſe our Articles, 
neither had they a knowledge of the Negations of 
them, which is poſterior to the knowledge of the 
things of which they are Negations. And ſo not 
knowing thoſe your Articles they did not in them 
agree with you. 

But Romaniſts, ſay you , cannot ſay that they 
of 2grce with the Chriſtians wholiy'd in the firſt three. 
f | Ages, becauſe they have brought in many Novel- 
-F ties unheard of to them. As the Inyocations of 
cl Saints, Adoration of the Holy Hoſt, Veneration 
th of Pitures, and the Popes power, in order to. 
rf teach us what we ought to believe, forif you mean 

_ Of the depoſing power, you know, tho' ſame Ca- 
| tholicks hold it, none is bound to believe it, fince 
 F the Church hath not defin'd it. 
| +#/. You fay we haye brought in Ngyelties, 
'S butyoudon't proyeit, Butl ſay if thoſe our Tenets 

ſou call novelties were not heard of inthe firſt 
| three ages , neither werethe denyals of them; for 
{ the Jenyal is alwayes poſterior to.the knowledge 
of the thing deny'd ; theſe then denyals broughtim 
by you , and believed by you with Divine Faith, 
are Novelties brought in by you , and conſequent- 
by them, you differ from the primitive Chr 
ns. NT ES 


& 
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Do-not you believe , for Example as an Article | 


-of Faith , that there is no Tranſubſtantiation? If 


, 


riation , /believe nothing contrary to Divine Faith, 
And ſg of all the reft. And by thismeans you will 
be found Guilty of Schiſm for feaving us. 

You ſay its certain that oding to the Funda. 


not, m__ Catholicks who believe Traxſubſian. 


mentals we are Guilty of a Superftruftion. 1 ak 


once again what theſe Fundamentals of Chriſtianity 


are? That every one may ſee clearly whither , -or 


no, what I hold as a Tenet of Religion, is not 
found m—_—_ them , but. is a meer ſuperſtruQion. 


Will you refuſe to a conſiderable Perſon , who 
thinks cettainly he has ſeen in. the Law Book, a 
Law which juſtifes the Aionfor which he is con- 


demn'd to Die? Will you, I ſay, refuſe him a 
publick ſight of that Book, to juſtifie your Sentence 
apainſt him , but, notwithſtanding the murmur of 
the People upon four refuſal of his demand ſuſpect- 
ing him Innocent, ſayagely caſthim? If not, do 

not condemn-us, who Hold for certainty Tranſub- 


flantiation to be ſo Fundamental , that no Chriſti- ; 


nn of the firſt three Apes would bayc deny'd it. 
-* A Subſc. 


k = Other Proofs that we agree itt 
k AOaith, withthoſe of the firſt 
three 1 ES. 
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A our Adyerſary, did thoſe Chriſtians living 
"then , bclicye as A Fundamental point, that they 
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| were the. true Church planted by CAST , and 
continued from the Apoſtles , or not * It not, 
then they could not ſay in their Creed , 1 believe 
in the Holy Catho:ack Church. 1f they did believe 
it, 1 ack again upon what ground was truth war- 
ranted to them , tor three. hundred Years, and not _ 
io the Church till the end of the World ? Was 
not Gods promlſe of egos" to his Church, 
made to it as well to the end of the World as for 
the firſt three hundred Years, Iſaiah 59. v. 21. 
This is my Covenant with them ſaith the Lord , my 
Spirit which is upon thee (to witthe Church) and 
my Words which 1 have put in thy Mouth /ball not 

. depart out of thy Mouth, nor out of the Mouth of 
thy Seed, nor out of the Month of thy Seeds Seed, 
ſatth the Lord, from henceforth and forever. And 
tothe Epheſ. 4. cap. v. 11,12, 13, 14. And be gave 
ſome Apoſiles, ſome Prophets, and ſome Paſtors and 

| Teachers for the perſefting of the Saints , &c. tilt 
|F ”* 4ll come in tbe unity of the Faith, and of the 

. knowtedge of the Son of God, &c. That we hence» 

forth be no more Childyeu toſt too and fro, and cav- 
ried about with every Wind of Doftrine by the ſlight 
of Men. If he avow the Church fail'd not in Fun. 
J- damental Truths, 1 wonder how he can allow 
& Z«ther and Calvin's Reforming the Church with ſo 
W& much Fire,, Sword, and Contuſion , for a matter 
that did nor impede Salvation. If they Reform'd 

Her in Fundamentals, then She periſh'd, which is 

againlt the Infallible promiſe of CHRIST. If 
you ſay , they did not Reform it as it lay pure in 
the Souls of ſome choſen, tho' unknown to others, 


reprenenlible for their grievous Deviatiops> then , 
- fay1, where was the viſible Church to'which'Men | 

\ ſhould haye recourſe for the hearing of the Word, 

|. | "SS - and 


but in the publick Paſtorsand Teachers, who;were p 
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and receiving of the Sacraments? 1ſajab tap, 2, 
*P. J. + TY 
A ſecond Proof and Reaſon is drawn from that 
x ſeems morally impoſſible , that in the begining 
of the fourth, Age ( if he will have the fall of Reli- 
Sion then). the Paftors ſhould propoſe a number of 
new Tenets to be beliey'd, and perſwade the Peo. 
ple that they had heard them from their Fathers of 
the thixd Age, not one individual Perſon in the 
mean time remembring that he heard them from 
his. Is it credible that not only one Pariſh or Na. 
tion, bfit all Countries, who liv'd afore in the U. 
nion of the Catholick Church , ſhould of a ſudden 
have permitted themſelyes to be: cheated into this 
, -caip\p ak , -Or rather bewitch'd, ſince not one was 
found for many Ages to have gainſaid it , or re- 
claimed againſt it? Since this then is Morally im- 
poſſible, conclude that theſe Tenets of R. Catho- 
licks , which our adverſary calls novelties , were || 
the' old tenets of the three firſt Certuries. | 
A third reaſon, *tis remark'd that God never per- | 
mitted any notable Error to riſe up.in his Church , 
but alwayes ſtirred up at the ſame time ſome man -. 
or men to ſpeak and write againſt it, and mov'd 
the whole Church to joyn with them to deſtroy 
it, 
So Athanaſius roſe up againſt Ariur, Cyrillus, 
Alexandrinus , againſt Neſtorius ; Auguſtin againſt /I 
Pelagius. All back'd by. the whole Church for the - 
total oyerthrowing of thoſe Errors. ; | 
b Now if the Maſs be an Error, it isamoſtdamn- | 
© able one; an Idolatry infupportable to give Divine 
EW orſhip to the Hoſt, ifit be only a piece of Bread. 
Tet after this Error was broach'd in Gregory the 
les?'s time, in the ſixth or ſeventh Ageas Prote- 
Ws imagin, what Uniycrſity or priyate Man ſpoke 
"= ORD againſt 
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| [nf it then, Of three hundred Years after? Its 
. ori four hundred Years after , woah gat 
inyeighed againſt it, but being better inform d, and 
by a torrent of Arguments for its Truth OVCr- 
whelm'd, he Recanted and Dyed Penitent. 

Conſult then Reaſon, and not Paſſion, and you 
will ſee that R. Catholicks have made ne ſuper- 
fry&urs on the Faith of the firſt rhree Ages. 
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UE III 


| SECT. 11. 


Formal Proteſtants are Here- 
fiCks, 


that we cannot ſay without Ignorance , Calum- 

' ny, and Injuſtice , that a Proteſtant is an He- 
retick, Firſt, I agree with him that an Heretick 
is.he who denyes ( viz. pertinaciouſly ) an Article 
of Faith, or a revealed Verity. 

Next, I ask him by what principle he proves, 
that a Proteſtant does not deny an Article of Faith 
. oraffical'd Truth? I ſuppoſe he will Anſwer, - 
| becauſe a Proteſtant belieyesthe CREED andthe 

Holy Scripture, © | 

I ask him further , if a Preacher now of- their 
|* Congregation , ſhould vent a DoArine not Ortho-: 
dox, and ſhould pertinaciouſly- maintain. it againſt. 
his Brethren as a Truth, according to his beſt Judg- 
ment, reyeai'd in Scripture. By what [principle . 
will he convince him to be an Heretick 2... .:He'} tell 
You, he believes the three Creeds ; and the whole 
| dcriptyre, and therefore he. belicyes this. his 

| : dogine , 
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[ Adyance to his aſſertion in which he affirms , 
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he thinks he finds it in Scrip. © 
ture, | 

Is he an Heretick , becauſc he will not ſubmit his 
Judgement to his particular Brethren ? 

He is known to be as Learn'd as they , and of 
as good a Life as they. If you ſay this Man can's 
be proven to be an Heretick, that is againſt the 
Scripture, Tit.3. v. 10, bidding us to ſhun an He. + 
retick, and conſequently he may be proven tobe ' 
one. If you ſay he isan Heretick, becauſe he will 
not ſubmit his. Judgement not only to particulars, 
but neither to the whole Congregation , or the I 
Church , of which he was a Member, and there-. | 
fore is juſtly condemn'd by Her, according to Iſai: # 
$4. v.17, Every Tongue that riſes up agaiuſt thee | 
in Indgment thou ſball condemn , this is the Inheri- 
zance of the Lards Servants. 

I eonclude, without Ignorance, Calumny , or 
Injuſtice, that the Proteſtant Luther, the Prozeſtant 
Calvix, &c. were Hereticks , becauſe they would 
not ſubmit their Judgment to the whole Church of 
which they were Members afore they were Excom- 

municated for their ſelf Opinions. 

— Agixin, this propoſition, a Proteſtant is not an 
Heretick either is an A& of Faith. or Science, or *| 
Opinion. If you ay it'is an At of Faith $then, 
ay I, 'tis falſe, to fay that the Proteſtant Church |} 

is fallible: Becauſe, if ſhe befflible, ſhe may de- 
ny a reveal'd Truth , ( and who told you ſhedoes 
not ) and fo in ſenſu compoſito of Proteſtancy, 7.0, 
- at the' ſame time, that ſhe is Proteſfant ſhe may 


| 


W become Heretick , or be both at once Proteſtant 


Band Heretick. : 

E If you fay, ſhe is Infallible, and cannot become 
leretick, I ask, how came the Romau Church , 
hich was o8cc as truc a Church as the Proteſtant -; 
———— | Church 7 


Ar ons 


, ſince St. Paul (aies Romans 1. 1 
« ws; was anounc'd ( or Preach'd } 
world, ) to be fallible and He. 


Church 
v. $, their F 
through the whole 


, k ? | . 
"_ ro fay\, this propoſition, a Proteſtant is not 


' an Heretick , is an Act of Science, thenit muſt re- 
ly upon an evidence : No other but that of Scrip. 
£ ture, and fo it returns to an Act of Faith. 
'F If you fay ti an Att of Opinion only” ( for one 
of theſe three either an AC of Faith , of Science, 
er Opinion it muſt be) then the contrary is alſo 
probable , then its probable that a Proteſtant is an 
Heretick , and conſequently it may.beiſaid without 
lanorance , Calumny , or [njuſtice, a Proteſtant is 
an Heretick, or denyes a reyeai'd Truth, 


_—_— 
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CHASE IF: 


The Infallibility of General Coun- 
cils defended. 


Ar 


'* S$#C% L 


; Ir. Auguſtin's: ſaying of the mending 
' of a former Council, by a poſte- + 
rur, fully anſwered. 
Ur Adyerſary conſcious to himſelf, that we 
put the Definitions of approv'd Grnerat 


Councils, inthe number ofcevycal'd Truths, 
Grants 
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/ / Grants indeed that Proteſtanzs deny General Coun. 
cils to be Infallible in their Deciſions, but their tn, 
fallibility , ſaies he, is no Article. of Faith. Elſe * 
Auguſtin was an Heretick, ayouching dePap.lib.z, 
contra Donatis Cc. 3. That General Councils ga. 
thered cut of all the Chriſtian World, arc often. 
correCted, the former by the latter; the correQion 
of a Council undoubtedly ſuppoſes a precedent Er. 
ror, and a Gouncil to, be Errable , as eyery one 
underftands, that knows any thing. _. 
Anſwer.. St. Avguſtin does not ſay often cor. 
yetied, but mended, there is a great difference be- 
tween thele two Words, the one fuppoſes an Er- 
ror, the other only whatſomeyer defect it being 
deriv'd from menda, Which as Scaliger in his notes 
upon wayro remarks, comes from the Latin ad- 
verb minus, and properly ſignifies any defect what- 


 » Piece is prais'd as well done, having all itsjuſt pro- 
portions, and perfe&ly all her Features. Another 
Maſtcr draws her again with alittle more Lite, he 
is alſo ſaid to have drawn her well, nay to have. 


but as we fay in Latine minus Ben?, Altho'. 
two Scholers compoſe a Theam., both without Er- 
ror, yet one may have made minus Een?, then the - 
other, f7.e. with leſs Elegance. - 
If you ask me in what this amendment of a. 
General Council was, or may be made. -T,Anſwer. 
 ifyou will haye this amendment-to be the correction - 
=; of an Error of a General approy'd Council , it is 
to be underſtood in ſome matrers of Fat, or ſome - 
WÞrecepts of maners which . depending of the cir- 
Do Nears, wc of Time , Place and Perſons , may 
We been right and good at one. time and in con-. 
We | ycnient . 


in. 


ſomever. A Maſter Painter draws a Lady, his - . 


mended the other, So, well, ſuffers a Latitude 
without the Compaſs of Error. The firſt did well, ._' 


— 


' yenient at another , and therefore chang'd by rea- 


-« change of circumſtances. _ 
my = his was the meaning of Fi Ange 


m prove by his w wry Words, plenary Cont- 

tils ma) be amended, the former by the latter, when, 

ſais he, by ſeme experiment of things that is Open- 

| ed which was ſhut up «nd that known which lay 
hid, cÞ 

1 a can weknow by any experiment of things 
bow many petſons arein the Divine Nature? How 
' manyin CHRIST , how many Sacraments ? 
| No;but the Truth of a Fat, which lay hid, with time 
may come to Light, and ſo alter the mind of the 
Tudge, ; 

Yo! fay the matter in Queſtion here with St, 
Avguſtin and the Donatiſts was a matter of 
Faith, Anſ. The-matter which gave the occaſion 
to Auguſiin, to ſpeak of General Councils, I 
prant, the matter at which he himed in theſe laſt 
Words , plenaria Sepe priora poſterioribus emen- 


» 


dari , 1 deny ; and with ground x. Becauſe when 
he ſpeaks of the Letters of Biſhops and of Provin» 
cial or National Councils, he uſcs theſe Words , 
Licere repreheudi , Siquid in eis forte « veritate 
deviatum eſt, which import a capacity of down right 
Error as I faid afore: And ſpeaking of General 
Councils, he cautioufly uſes the Word Emendari , 
which imports only ſome defe& whatſomever. 

All this is trongly confirm'd by his Gaying inthe 
fame Chap : that St. Cyprian *would certainly 
have correCted his Opinion , had-the point in-his 
time Heen defin'd by a General Council. And a- 
gain, by what he ſayes, Lib. primo de Bef. £0u- 
tra donat, Tom.7, that no doubt aught'to be made 


of what is by full Decree eſtabliſhed ina General 


ATE 
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Council, how can this be true, if in his Opinion 4 
General Council may Err ? 1 ask again hadther 
becn morethen the firſt four General Councils, the 
fourth being that of Chalcedos, held under Leo the 
firſt, the year of our Lord four bundred and fitty, 
( which four General Councils St. Gregory relped. 
cd as the four Evangils ) when St. Auguſtin (aid 
this, and yet he ſayes Sepr Emendari , had he (cen 
any mended in matter of Faith ? 

Laſtly I give , to take from you all Scruple , 
that a General Council may be mended as to the 
want of a more clear Explication by a poſterior, | 
when experience ſhows us that ſoine new ariſing 
Errors demarid', a more ample Declaration of 
ſome point of Do&trine already defin'd. But that 
New Decfaration gives you no more a new point Þ 
ci Doctrine , then I give you a new Roſe when ÞC 
I blow out a bud which isin your hand ; you have || 3 
no more of a Roſe than you had before, but only 
a fuller ſight of it. No more have you of the truth 
in ſuch an Explanation then you had before , but 
- onely a clearer ſight of it. In fine if a poſterior 
"Council might corre a former in matter of Faith, 
'twould ſerye for nothing , for why am I more 
| fure- of this , than they of the former ? This 
wereonly to breed confuſion and foment diviſion, 
_ while the adherents of one party claſh with. the 
other , ſince neither has Infallibility as you ſup- 
* poſe. 
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-— A Subject. 
Ancther objefton folv'd. 


0: Advyerſary brag another paſlage out of 


St, Auguſtin,againſt Maximien an Arian Bi- 
ſhop, lib. 3 cap. 4. Bur firſt St. Auguſtrs 
has not wrote any thing againſt any Ari4n Bilhop 
called Maximian, as you may ce in rhe Index of 
his Works, | 
He has indeed written three Books againſt Mex- 
|| imivas an Aries Biſhop , but in the fourth chap: 
of the third Book he quot's , there isno ſuch thing 
a5 this paſſage, which he ſets down thus, 
' Neque ego teneor concilio Niceno neque t# Arime- 
| nenci. Neque ſtendum tibi eſt Auth oritati hujus nec 
hi ilins. Penenda materia cum materia , cauſe 
cum cauſa , retio cum ratione, examinanda res Au- 
thoritate Scripture. : 
Neither am I bound th the Council of Nice-nor 
you to that of Arimini, neither, eught yaw 10 ſtand to 
the Authority of this. , nor 1 to the Authority of 
that, Let us ſet matter to maiter , cauſe to cauſe, 
reaſon 10 reaſon, the thing is to be examin'd\ by 
| the Authority of Scripture, = 
How ever 1 explain the paſſage without diffi 
euty. "Thas , 7 
St. Aguſtin (ceing that the Authority of the 
Council of Nice, was of no force with the Arian, 
who rely'd upon no other Council but that of A- 
7; To draw him out of his hole , he pro= 
vok'd toan Authority common to both, viz;-to that 
oi the Holy Scripture. And:this.is conamon in the 
Schogs 


( 36) 


Schools , for Men tg' lay afide their private pitu- 
ciples and argue fro m one which is agrce'd on by 
both partics. he 
The ſenſe then of. St. Auguſtin, ( if this paſſage 
be his) may be this , neither am I ſo tyedto the 
Council of Nice, noryou to that of Arimini, that 
we may not make nſc of another principle which is 
common to both, 


—— 
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weral approuv'd Councils are 
Infallble. 


 N Article of Faith faies our Adyerfary muft 

A Either be clearly contained in Scripture , or 

defin'd by ſome General Gouncil. But that 

the Decifions of General Conneils , are Infallible , 

is neither clearly containcd in Scripture, nor defin'd 
by a General Council. 0 


that the Deciſions of General Councils are .Infalli- 


this Article is contained ? 
Anſwer. Firſt , cither he Argues out of Proteſiant 


© out of Cathelick Principles, he overſaw himſelf in 
Sringiog the ficſt part of his disjun&ive , becauſe , 
is deny'd by Catholicks. For we deny that it is re- 
"Ou Fe qGuir'd 


'Trs an Article of Faith, that Ge- 


Therefore "tis not an AQ of Faith, ſeyes he, 


ble. He demands in what Book , Chapter, and. 
Verſe of Scripture , or in what General Council | 


or Catholick Principles: If out of Proteſtant Prin-, 
 ciples, then he added ill the ſecond part of his dif- 
 junCtive, ſince *tis of no weight with them It 
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mr - Aft of Faith be clearly ſet down in 
# boa nay', that all our Articles be con- ' 
ain'I there, or in General "Councils, either, fince 
theſe two are not our adequat and total Rule of 
Faith, but are cotmpleated in the being of our Rule 
by Apoſtolical Tradition, which enters in, and 
aſſures us with equal Authority. Wherefore 1 firſt 
deny the Major, which failing the whole Argument 
concludes nothing. | 

2, Giving, . not granting the Major , I deny the 
Minor, and ſay, that Article of Faith is ciearly con- 
rained in the ſame Scriptures, in which its clearly 
contained according to Proteſtants, that their Ge- 
" Þf neral Synods do not Err in the Deciſion of Con- 

| troverſies ariſing among them; foxif, as they think, | 
it is elearly proyen by thoſe paſſages ,, that their Sy- 
nods do not Err , becauſe they are direfted by the 
Holy Ghoſt, 1 ſay , itsclearly proven by the ſame, 
that our General Conncils cannot Erry becauſe they, 

are Cireted by the Holy Ghoſt, a poſlibiliiy of _ 
Erring being as repugnant to the Holy Ghoſt as an 
Attual Error. *Y : | 
And by this their acknowledging that their Gene- 
ral Synod may Err, tho it does not Err, they 
diſcard their Synod of Authority, , and diſewn them. - 
{elves to-be that Body of Paſtors which CHRIST 
conſery's in his Church , that hearing them, we m 
not waver like Children, and be carried away.wit 
every Wind of Doctrine', Epheſ. 4. v.11. and 14. 
For if I bclieve the. Body of my Teachers to befal- 
lible, I fear and wayer in my believe of what they 
have faid and taught me. For poſſibili poſeto 18 \, 
attu nullum_ ſequiiur impoſſibile, There's no im- 
poſhibility or abſurdity if that which is poſſible. be . 
brought to an Aual Being; and ſo CHRIST - © 
would be diſappointed in the aim he had ;. when, \__ 
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| Bpbeſ. 4. He made ſome Paſtors in his Church, 


»*\ 
ww 


- . . that we might nor waver. 


3. 1 prove our aſſertion thus: *'Tis an Articeof 
Faith, to believe the Myſtery of the moſt Bleſſed 
Trinity, becauſc its clearly ſet down in Scripture (ac- 
cording to Proteſtants, ) as all other things hece. 
fary to Salyation.” But that a General approvel 
Council, or the teaching Church is Infallible, is 
clearly ſet down in Scripture, as appears by many 

; paſlages of the ſame, for, Math. 18. v. 37. God 
ſends us tothe Church for inftruction, and threatens 
us there with Damnation, - or the puniſhment of an 
Ethnick , if we do not harken to Her, and con- 
ſcquently tells us , that ſhe is Infallible, for his 
Goodneſs would not oblidge me under pain of 
Damnation to hear a Church which might lead me 
wrong. | | 
Who bears yor, hears me, faics CHRIST, to 
his Diſciples going to preach. Luc. 16. but who 

:hears CHRIST is infallibly ſure to be well in- 

- ſtructed, then alſo he is infailibly ſure, who isin- 

ſtru&ed by the Church. -, 
St. Paul faics, that Chriff made ſome Paſtors, (as 
I ſaid above) Epbeſ. 4. v. i. Why? That now 
we be not Chiltren wavering and carried about. 
with eyery wind of Do&trine. EY 
Hence we inferr , that they -arc Infallible in what 
they teach us in matter of Faith , for if I thought 
then. fallible, 1 might ſtill waver, which would 
make yoid the aim of CHRIST in giving us thoſe 

Paſtors and Teachers, that we might not waver, 

Then 'tis an Article of Faith to belicye that a Ge- 

L” neral approy'd' Gouncil, or the Teaching Church 

bis Infallible. 2f our Adverſary ſtill deny this; 1 de- 
fire bim to quote to me as clear paflages out of 

Scripture, to proye the moſt Blelled Trinity Her L 
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and fo both fall in the Ditch, Math, 15. v.14. of 
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>-onoht for the Infallibility of a General Coun. 
-_" he Teaching Church :- And ſince 1 am 
confident he cannot; he has as much Reaſon to be. 
reve the Infallibility of the Church as an Article of 
Faith, as he has to belicyc the Myſtery of the moſt 


B. Trinity to be one. 


Cn. ..it 
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The Infallibility of a General ap- 
 prov'd Council, proven by ſome. 
other paſſages of Scripture , 
and our Adverfary's ex: 
plication of tem ex+. 


| Ploard. | 


Y Ak, in the caſe of General approv'd Coun- 
cilsErring, would not the Gates of Hell prevail 
} againſt the Church, contraryto CHRISTS _. - 
promiſe, Math. 16. v.18, For Al are not Doftors I & 
according to St. Pail, 1 Cor. 12. v. 29: The Teach» | 
able Church is bound to hear the Teaching Church, 
otherways, how are theſe bound to teach them, 
or feed them wich DoQ@rine, ( as CHRIST com- 
manded the Church, when he ſaid to, Peter, Feed 
my Sheep, Iohn 21. v. 15, 16, 17.) if they are not 
bound to receive-the Food they give them? Now, | _ 
if they kearken to them z teaching by their fallibi- . 
lity Erronious. Dotrine, the Blind. leads the Blind, - 


runs Headlong to Hell. And does not thus, | Hell 
preyail againft them 2} D 2 '- "BRQ . 
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And what- an Interpretatioa ( The Cates of Hell 
Hall not prevail egainſt it ,) is this of our Adyer. 
fary. That the Church of CHRIST will remain, 
altho' Inyiſible, notwithſtanding the Perſecution of 


Tyrants,- as in the primitive Church after the Deah I * 

- of CHRIST... © ” 

1, Who faies the primitive Church after the Deah IN ? 

of CHRIST was Invyifivle? Did not the Faith» ; 

tu!l then know one another, and where to fad a I * 

_ Paſtor for inftruRion, or the receiving of a Sacra. 1 
ment in neceſlity? And did not the chief Paſtors I * 

q expoſe themſelyes, and ſo became Martyrs the firſt | 


thirty three all one after another? 

2, If it be an Errable Church , Viſible or Ini. 
ſible, tis as g00d as no Church to Chriſtians ;-for 
what 1 have faid ; and ſhall ſay hereafter. 
| If a particular Church, or Pariſh, Paſtor, and' 

- « Prople ſhould be all the Week diſpers'd here and | 
© [there about their buſineſs; would they be f>id-to 
be an Inviſible Church , all the Weck , and one; 
— Viſible when they meet on Sunday ? 1s it not &- | 
|  nough that they can find one another on Week 
Cdayes in a neceſſity? | | | 
But truly 'tis not ehough to make a true Church 
© Viſible or Inviſible, if they bave nor among them 
true Dodtrine, as mighttll out in Prozeſtants lup- 
poſition of the Churches fallibility. | | 
' To ſhow we'ean't prove the Infallibility of the -F 
Church, from St. Pauls ſaying, the Church is zhe 
. Pillar and Ground of Truth, 1 Timot. 3.9.15. HC * 
explains that paſſage , thus. The Church is the 
|. Tilley of Truth, faies he, becauſe the providence. 
& of God will not permit all her Children to falJaud | 
Err, but will always ſtirr up ſome to oppoſe Super- 
-Rition , Idolatry and Error.. | | 
k Avſwer. Either thoſe: who will always | 99M 
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"| + | bers of th 
"rr ard Superſtition, will be Members of the 
: Sack LIT If they be-Membets of Her , 
She will always-oppoſc Error , (as when my Hand 
Writes, I am ſaid to Write ) and ſince we know 
our Sayiour has foretold, 10hn14. v. 16. and c.16, - 
0, 13, That he will always dire&t Her by his Spi- 
it of Truth , "twill be impoſlible for'Her by a con«. 
ſequential Impotency to Err, Likewiſe ; 'tis im- 
poſſible to compoſe. a perpetual direftion_ of the 
Spirit of God with: Error. . 
If theſe Oppoſers of Error, are a Chitreh a part, 
1 ask whether that Church ; as diſtin&t from the 
| Roman be Fallible , or Infallible ?: 
| If Infallible, we have what we demand , *1% 
| & That theteaching Church of, God is Infallible. - . 
K If Fallible, then the Church in as much as ſhe op- 
pofes Herſelf to Error, may Err; which isabſurd. 
| The Inference is proven thus. In as'much as ſhe is 
diſtinct from the Roman Church, ſhe oppoſes Error, 
| and in+ias much as ſhe is diſtin from the Roman. 
Church, ſhe is Fallible, or may Err. * Then in. as: - 
'$ much as ſhe is diſtin from the R.Church, ſhe op- 
| poling Error, may. Exr, <1 
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'Tis not neceſſary the Infallibility of 
te Church be defin'd in a Ge- © 
nerat Council , vet it 1s itt 


EI 


General Councils defin'd p 
by a@ pratiical defi- + : 
1141/11/18 \ 
| |S 
PI" O that he acks us in. whar General Coun: 
_ ci], is defined the Infallibilility of General. 
_ Gouncils. | 


 T Anſwer. Asking him mutually , firſt, in what | 

Parliament or A of Parliament is it found declar'd, 
that a Partiamcnt hath a Power to make Adts 0- - 
blidoing the People ? If he thinks this Queſtion, 
Impertinent, and that it would be Impertinent for | 

a Parliament or an Afembly of Men ( if they were 

_ Rot otherways impowr'd)) to Aﬀemble and make 

av AR by which they will haye all to fubmit and 
acknowledge that they have a Power to oblige the | 
-” People. | "Ns 
- © 1 defire him to Reafon the. ſame way of the In- 
fallibity of a General Council, and know that it 
> has not*its Infallibitty , from its faying, weazxc In- 
E fallibjc, but from God , who has becn pleas'd t0 
L declarc it to us by Apoſtolical Tradition , and in 
the Holy Scyipturcs alſo, to thuſe. who rc2d them 


bas, 


4 
Y 


wich the Light which they haye recciyed from the 
palarch of GHRIST. PA 
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Palament then is fore-impowr'd to make 
i 46d acknowledg'd as ſuch , by the P cople , 
fore they ſet themſelves to make any , ſo is the 
Gneral Council acknowledged by all the Faithful , 
to have a promiſe from God, of not Erring in their «1 
Declaration of an Article of Faith., afore they {ct 
themſelves to declare it 3 or by their Explication of 
1 Truth, totake away the Cloud that hindred us to 
ſee if. OS 
"7 uf Secondly, that it 1s defin'd in all General 
approy'd. Coyncils ( as much as it was neceſlary ) 
by a praCtical definition, or their excercis'd power 
.iſſu'd out by them in their oblieging: Decrecs al. 
ways ſubmiſſively receiy'd by the Faithful. ' If you 
ſay ſome have refuſed to receive them , my anſwer 
is, they ceaf'd from that time to be number'd among 
the Faithful, 

Does not a King ſufficiently declare himfelf to 
beKing , when he uſes the Authority 'of a King in 
railing Armics and disbanding them, calling a Par- - 7? 
 liament , adjurning , proroging , or diſolying it : 

at his pleaſure ? | 

- 'At laſt our Adverſary brings a ſtrong piece, viz. 

that the General Councils arc  farr from pretehd- 

ng to be Infallible -Judges of eontroverfial debates, 
that in a ſet form of prayer appointed to be ſaid 
alter eyery Counci}, they pray that God would ſparc 
their Ignorance and pardon their Errors. 

| An|. 1 can't light upon this prayer : Shall I come 

| ® 900d ſpeed in ſeckingit as 1 did with Maximian * 
the Arian Biſhop ? be My. 

He quots, de ordin. Cele. Con. I deſire him to 

write the Title of the Book at lenoth', or rather te}} 

me athe end of what Council this prayeris found, - 

vInce it is to be ſaid after every Council , would. 

nat the Council of Trene haveit, This © Council 
 & - which 


» 
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which hath ſet down: things ſo exaQly would t 


hayc omitted this. Fe 
_ * But now. theſe Errors are either in taatters oven M 


out to the People for Articles of Faith 3 or the, 


It not , they make nothing againſt us, If theſe 
Errors be in matters of Faith. , I ask are they in 
vipcible Errors or yincible , ifthey arc Invincible, 
they are not Sinful, and ſq need no pardon If 
' they are vincible , it is either” by their diligence i 
uſing more means to diſcoyer the Truth , or by 
an extraordinary aſſiſtance of God. For this extra- 
ordinaty aſliftance it is not in their power to have 
it , and depends only of God. For the other, if 
they find themſelves not to have us'd all neceſſary 
means , Jet them uſe thoſe they have omitted a- 
fore they publilh their Decrees, { for what a fim- 
' plicity and Impudence would it be, to continue in 
. the Error I can-avoid, and ask pardon for it? ) 
and fo having done what Jay in thenthey will not 
ſtand guilty afore God , 'nor in a necd of par- _ 
ou. <= SN 
Rarher ſay, ( if ſome paſſage be found which may 
ſeefn to have that ſence) that in the fore. diſcuſſion 
of queſtions ſome fear themſelves to have beentoo | 
much wedded { as is Natural to Man) to their own : 
Opinion, & theſe defire God to ſpare their Ignorance, 
not having upheld their Qpinion out of Malice , and 
pardon their fault in this," that they were not {it 
may be ) ſo humble and deferent to others as they 
ſhould have been. 
' - If you ſay provincial Councilsanatematize thoſe | 
© who reje& their deciſions as well as GeneralCouficils, 
and ſo no Argument can be taken from thence for 
he General Council's Infallibility, 
EI 4n/wer. Provincial Councils anathematize, Sc. 
blglutly , as the General Coyngils do ; 1 deny.: 


> 4 


ar 
<onfitionally , and with ſubmiſſion to , and ap £4 
probation from the Sca 0f Rome , 1 grant: And *, | 
this confirmes the Infallibility of the C urch. 

To fatisfie us our adverſary is pleaſed to fay 
the Romanifts demand haw ſhall.,we- reſolve our 
4,nbts in matters of Faith if the deciſion of General 
Councils be fallible ? He .4nſwers by ſetting Reaſon 
tc Reaſon , and trying the matter by the. Authority 
of the Holy Scripture. | FS F 
| Here 1 as if that Collation , or comparing of 

Reafon with Reaſon, and tryal by the Holy Scrip- 
ture be fallible or infallible > 1f fallible it ſerves for. 
nothing in a matter of Faith of which we are ſpeak- 
ing , for ſince I muſt give an aſſent Infallible'ſ#- 
per omnia (aboye all) my doubt muſt be taken 
infallibly away.. | 
If it be Infallible , I ask Again is it in clearing 
doubts in fundamentals or integrals of Religion ? 
Not in fundamentals, for there is-no doubt in then, 
they being accordingto Proteſtants clearly (et down, 

. to Meng Scripture. ph | 

If in Integrals,then, ſay 1, ſince a private man'uſe-' 

ing that means may be infallibly clear'd in-bis daubts 

concerning Integrals , then a General Counci] uſing 

_ the fame means way be infallibly cleared in them,” 

and conſequently infallibly propoſe them to the Peo- 

ple to. be. beliey'd, ſince they are infallibly found 

to be reveal'd by God in Scripture , and conſe-' 

quently he who will refuſe to belieye them will be 
juſtly louk'd upon as an Heretick, 
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SE ST; V. the 


We are fure that the Major Part, RN" 


of an approv'a general Coun- \ K 
cil is Baptis'd. 


Wikey 
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Nother Scare-Crow from our Dorine of OÞ tr 
Infallibility, is that a lawful "Council I t 
* Ought to be compoſed of men who have. 1 
| been ſeally Baptiz'd, but R. Cath. can neyer be ſure | 
' of ſuch an Aſſembly, ſayes our Adyerſary , {ſince 
the Validity of Baptiſm depends according to them | 
of the uncertain intention of the Miniſter. And up- 
on the ſame account they are neyer certain that their 
* Popes are Prieſts becauſe perhaps the Biſhop who 
_ ordauniF#them had no ſuch intention.” * * 
_ JAwer. Firſt, that the Synods , -and general 
AſtembNMes of Proteſtants be lawful , the members 
.. of them muſt be.of the Ele&, for iff they are not. 
' of the Ele, "Chriſt did not dye for them accord- 
ing to the Kirk of Scotland ; and if Chriſt did not 
. dye for them, they are not Chriſtians; and if they 
are not Chriſtians, what Spirit influenced them in & 
- making your Catechiſins and Profeſſion of Faith, -, 
in which you belicve, are found all the foundamen- _ 
tals of Chriſtianity ? They compoſed them , they- - 
put them into your hands, by their Anghority as a 
+ motive of cregibility you rely upon them. 


L - How are you more afſured that they arcofthe 


, 
- 


Elect , then that our members of a General Council 
We Baptiz'd ? ls it written, in their faces ?-O but | 
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£ I. outward form of a lawful} Council; for fo he 


& fall out, ſach a Council ſhould propoſe a falſe Doc- 


FT they are bound to hear the teaching Church. Math, | 


( 47 .)- NS? 
Micy have a gift ofprayer , had not Major Wyer in 
appearance one, and a very great one? — 
Anſwer Secundo, We are ſure of the Baptiſm of 
the Major part of the General Council when we ce, 
it approv'd by the Pope, becauſe it belongsto the 
providence of GOD not to permit”a General Coun- 
Gl, dinlawful for ſome hidden defe&, to haye all 


oF 
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would give an occaſion of Error to the whole Church 
believing it'to be a lawful Council , if, as it might 


trine to be believed. - Since the Faithful acknowledge 


» 


18. 23.17, 
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A Subſet : 
The Infallibility of the Church de- 
_nydunderminds Chriftianty. 


| Cr orretiy haying prov'd, as he imagin'd the 
| Fallibility/ofthe teaching Church draws theſe 
_ concluſions, The Church isfallible, then ſhe impoſes .. © } 
; , Poobligation to believe her Deciſions as Articlesof + -* 
, Faith;then who rejeQs Tranſubſtantiatiov, Purgatory, 
&c.arc not Hereticks. * C SRee®, 
Anſwer. From that antecedent the Church is Fal- 
ivle, he might as well haye drawn theſe con- 
| cluſions, then, There #5 ne Faith, no? true Reli- 
gion, . TRE A 7 0d TNT. 
For', "if the Church be fallible in her Deciſtons, 
then ſhe is fallible in teaching us that Chriſtianity is. _ 
the wryc Religion;z then its ovly probakiſechar Gab.” | 


/ 


x 
z 
# 
d 3 


\* a S4 _ - 50 3 <3 + 
CEE Ps wt "Ee. 


"Re | 
FEY LS. bet trad 
+ pg S e 


'$ Yo, IP : 
F - a FL - C "G4 : - " , n 

| Y b;; : " s : . L __ v5 - 
y "+" TR,” | ok _ | _ 

, "wy | o &"Y pA 
« WV . 
. 
w--* * Q \ 
| ( | 
7 f ; A 


probable that Chriſtianity is the true Relivion, the 
its only probable that GHRIST is God, Go fur; 
ther, if it be only probable that GHRIST is God 
then it may be, he is not God. Is this a pretty 
=. Diſcourſe ? 1s'not this Diſcourſe rationally drdue, 
from that_antecedent , - The Church is Fallible; li 
*Ghkuxch nevertheleſs, which God will have ushea# 
T-pain of difobeying bim. Where is then Faith? 
Where is true Religion? _ ihe | 
If you fay the former Diſcourſe is not Rational 
becauſe yon have another, Principle, zo wit, the 
Holy Scripture , by which. you proye the Infallibih 
lity of Chriſtianity. ; 1 
. I ask by what Principle prove you that the ſenſ 
in which you. underſtand the Holy Scripture, and 
 in'which only it is to you a Principle of Demon-ſ 
FF  - ftrating the Infallibility of Chriſtianity, is the Wordſ 
[- of God?  EEIEDD ol 
4 __. By no other, but by your private Light or Spi- 
rit , but this is Fallible, as I ſhall ſhow anon, 
then if the other Principle of the whole Churches} 
Decif1on.be alſe Fallible, the former Diſcourſe was 
Rational , it following from any Principle you 
-pleaſe to take for your religion , if your principle| 
. carry .wih- it fallibility , 'and conſequently onely 
| probability of- that whicki is inferred from it. 
=> Now, I:prove that'your priyate Light or pri-þ 
__ Yate Spirit.is fallible. You are not ſure 'tis the Spi- 
-Tit of God: that enlightens you afore you have try'd 
.it by the Scripture , ( zry the Spirit, ſayes St.'lohr 
ff * 1 Tohn cap. 4.v.1. . You won'ttry it by the Church, 
= then you muſt try it by Scripture. ) - Again, you 
cannot read the Scripture in-Order , to try this Spi-, 
Fit. afore you ate ſure you are cnlighten'd and guide 
ee by the Spirit of God, for, if perchance it be 
4 — tlie 
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on the 41 Spirit transfiguring himſelf, into an Angel of * J 
- Light, who guids you he"! make that ſeem to you * 
" rrne which is falſe. If you cah't be ſure it is the 


3 Spirit of God that inlightens you , You can't be 
ſure that the ſpirit , which inlightens you , 1s In- 


| falltble ; theo its fallible , and evnſequently your 
private Light or private Spirit is fallible. E 
And it your private Spirit with all the help. of 7 
the Scripture is fallible, and in your Opinion the * 
# -Spirit of the Church in a General Council is alſo 
nalffgefallible, 1 pray , what Infallible Principle have we 
theſ” «from which we may deduce or Demonſtrate the 
ibih 1ofallibility of the Chriſtian Religion , if we have 
4 none, we are ſhaken out of our Faith and haye no 
-nſe}. true Religion, 
and} Be pleasd to take notice then, - that you muſt 
on-þ  aflert with us the Infallibility of the teaching Church. 
ord : According to that Epheſ.-4. v. 11. He made ſome 
'J\-Paſtors and Doftors, &c. What we be not Children 
pj mwavering and carried away with every wind of 
n,þ,*.DoGrine. Or you have no ground to ftandon far 
1s} Chriſtianity, =» Bo 
as . Refle& again, how can we but waver in our 
Ouſy _thoughts , -and be ready to be carried away with 
lep every Wind of Doftrine , if we believe that the 
Iv} Church which is Teaching us , is fallible, andfo, 
|} 't may be, leading us wrong. This thought fru- 
i-# frates and makes void the deſign of CHRIST, 
i-4' who made ſome Paſtors and Do&tors a pnipoſe, 
dl that we/might not waver. rs 
"nn To-confirm more this Catholick Tenet of the In 
M | fallibility.of the Church , conceive well that tha 
1] Religion cannot have true Faith, which rejettsth * 
Principle of Infallibility by which all Errors in Faith = 
have been condemn'd ; and admits the Principle of 
a private Light , by which all Errors in Faith ,; 
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had their rife iri the Church » and without which® 


Men could not fo much -as pretend to defend - 
them. | Bo | 
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CHAP. -v. 


Of the Roman Catholick Faith 
and Doctrine. 


SEC TI. L 


A Word by way of entry ito 
this matter. 


#4 \ 


Ur Adyerfary ſayes our Faith is ſo blind, 
that he hath heard many of ours fay, if 
a General Council had dcfin'd white to be 

black}, they would believe it. | 
6 Whereby we are (cen diſpoſed, ſayes he, to 
admit of any Errox, if it be Authoriz'd by a Gc-. 
neral Council. GR 

Anſwer. Firſt, ſuch Arguments fetch'd from. 
the Teſtimony of an Antagoniſt are of no weight, 
ſince, -according to the Methode of the School we 
are bound to credit no more brought by an Ad- 
yerſary then what he proves. SEE 
.. In the ſecond place, I ask him, if clear Scrip- 
| ture ſhould tell him that Black is White , would 
he believe it, or not? Would he not believe it? 
>> Then he would prefer his private Light to, clear 
Scripture, which to do, is Impious, Took he 


Wig" 6d TA eprrtng 
"+ 4 eas 
SO Yn. 


ep, [ 
I, q vw T ef >y 
[PY " Ty - ee 


_ aA + "Brag i p . 
Iv : 


believe it? Then he is found diſpos'd , ſayT, to 


v.18. It bath ſeemed Good 10 the Hoy Ghoſt 


' Men advance ſuch a propoſition ? 


 *Principles, an Accident is really diſtinguiſh'dfrom - 


| | ſhould put the Colour of White in the Subje, in 


( 5t) 


admit of any Error if it be ſet down in clear Sep» } 
ture. He'll ſay 40 me the caſe is not alike , be- Y 
cauſe the Scriprure is the Word of God, and the 
Decree of a General Council the Word of Mea. 
But by his Fayour , we hold that this allo is the 3 
Word of God , tho uttered to us bythe Mouth of 

Men , according to that of the Atts cap. 15. and * 


and us. | 

If he fay 'tis impoſſible that God ſhould ſay by. 
the Scripture , that Black is White , I*ſay , 'tisal- 
ſo , as impoflible he ſhould ſay it by a General 
Council, giving it out as a Decree of Faith. But 
abſolutely ſpeaking, can't that Aſſembly of theſe 


| Anſwer, Abſolutely ſpeaking they can, but 
then we would not believe it, becauſe that pro- 
polition neither belenging to Faith nor good man- 
ners, ( which are the. whole and adequat Obje& . 
to which their Infallibility extends it ſelf, as we *'] 
R. Catholicks hold , ) it layes no Obligation upon +: 
us to belieye it, : | 

Moreover, to give ſomething to what our Ad- 
.Yerſary fayes he heard ſay, Since in Ari ſtotles 


a Subſtance ; what if God by his Almighty Power 


which is the Colour of Black , would this imply ' 
a Contradiftion? And in this caſe would not this 
propolition be true , Black is White , or"the Sub 
ject having the Colour of Black is the Subje& which 
has the Colour of White, Se 
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SECT. IL 


The intention of the Miniſter re-. 
 guired by the Church in Bap- " 
tiſm explained, mates ap- 
pear The nullity of our Ad- 
ver ſaries Objeftion. 


YO prove that Prozefiants may beſav'd more. 
 eaſtiy, and with greater ſecurity then Ro- I | 
maniſts, our Adyerſary fayes, we teach IN ;; 
that Baptiſm is abſolutely neceflary to Salvation, Þ| 
and no Baptiſm a true and real one, if the Miniſter I , 
when be pronounces the Words, has not an Inten- 
tion to Baptize , which no doubt happens ___ 
ly, Ges he, ſince the Intention may be caſily di- _ 
yert&@to his other deſigns, and affairs. "4p 
Anſwer. Firſt, if, as Proteſtants think , Baptiiſin 
is abſolutely neceflary to none, Catholicks are not 
really leſs ſecure as to their Salyation , becauſe they | 
think it neceſſary. _. FA 
Secondly, If I ask any Miniſter, after he bat. 
Chriſtened a Child, if he did not Intend to do what ' 
GHRIST ordain'd to be done in Baptiſm , and 
what is ordinarily done by his Church. Without 
doubt he'l tell me, he did. And this is all the In- 
= tention the Church requires in the Pricſt Baptize- 
+ ing. IT, OY es 2 
It you ſay, the Prieſt or Miniſter may be diyert- 
&d. from this Intention by a thought of his other 


"Cy" 


a PIE «At. WPPy c—_ [—_— 


4. — 


( 53 ) 


firs, ſo, ſay I > may he be diverted by the ſame ; 
from that Intention, which you require , tO Wit, of * 
pronouncing the Words and applying the Water, | 4 
and ſo you have as much to fear you arc not Bap- 
fizd aswe, But that which hinders us both to fear, 
i; this, that we do not require an Actual Intention 
or 2 Refletion of my underſtanding that my will 
Untends, which A&ual Intention is indeed Joſt by 
a Diſttaction , or thought of another thing ( and 
this ſeems to be the miſtake of our Adverſary , by 
his faxing the PricR's Intention may be eaſily di- 
yerted to his other affairs) but only a Vertual In- 
tention , which ſtands with an AQual thought of 
another thing, then that 1 am doing ; as when a 
Man playcs on the Virginals and ſpeaks to another 
of ſomething elſe, hoth at once. We ſay this mo- 
tion of his Fingers is not of it ſelf, but proceeds 
irom a motion of the Will, and adire@ion of the 
underſtanding , tho? not ſenſible or preceptible, by 
Reaſon of the weakneſs of theſe two Afts com- 
pared to the ſtrength of an Aftual Intention. This 
Intention is called Vertual , becaule it is aſwyrcre 
the Vertue or Vicar of the Actual Intentiof.cft by 
it to ſupply its place in order to do that which was 
firft Actually Intended with a ſenſible and ſtrong 
refleftion of the underftaading upon the Intention 
| af the Will. Neither is it deſtroyed by the expli- 
_vite thought of another thing ; ſo this other thing 
de not incompatible with the Aftion to which this 
Vertual Intention moyes and direQs. £ 
* For Example, my ſpeaking of ſome other thing. 
iutfers at the ſame time my playing on the Organ, 
which playing is dire&ted by the Vertual , while : 
I haye an AQtual Intention -to' ſpeak of  another.- © $} 
thing. he Le : 
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Intention is ſufficient , ( not denying but that the 
Aual is molt laudable ) I defire, Men conſider 
We haye no other in all our Moral Afions which 
haye a notable duration and fucceſſion of parts. 
Would you have a Man, who is going a Foot ten 
miles to a Market, talking earneftly with another 
of Buying or Selling , All the Way ARual:y intend 
and ſucceſſiyely reflet' , beſide all his other Di- 
courſe, upon eyery individua] ſtep of his Journey? 


93 "ul R 


tal then for the Market, when he comes thither. 


the Will intending , and the underſtanding direct. 
ing not Aftually , then Veriwally , as I have cx- 
eplain'd. 
From all this, you ſee the R. Catholick is really 
as ſecure in matter of Baptiſm as the Proteſtant , 
and \has as little Reaſon as he to fear its nulli- 
ty. wy | 
| But if by a Diabolical malice, which is a caſe 
more Metaphyſical. than Moral , the Prieſt or Mini- 
frer had not a ſufficient Intention, and the Inva- 
Iidity of the Baptiſm were wholly unknown to the 


of it, which, wickout thinking of it, 1s included 


effended God, or ar A of the Loye of GOD ; 
which every Chriſtian being bound often to wake 
3S ſuppoſed to make, and lo remains without tron- 
+ ble upon that Head. > 
ts. As I have faid in Baptiſm, ſo in the Collation 
Set Pricit-hood ſuffices a Vertual Intention in the 
LSMop , which Morally cannot be wanting.without 
Malice of a Devil: But if it ſhould fall out, 
KEB-moſt rarc, if really 'twas ever heard of : 
© iCmay bc Piouſly belicy'd , leaft the FR 


This were to make his Head fitter for the Hoſpi- 


Yet ts every individual ftep his Foot is mov'd- by | 


Perſon Baptized , then ſuffices an efficaciousdefire 


iR8 an Att of true forrow for our Sins , for having 
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 dain'd, as the Church gives Jurisdiftion in favour 


move thoſe in Authority , whom it concerns, to 
command it to be done. 
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| ful be often deceiy'd in that Adorable Sacrifice of 
- the Altar , from which they expect ſo much 
that either God gives by his Church the power of 
Prict.hood to thoſe who are in all appearance or. 
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of the Faithfull to the very Apoſtats of adminiſtring. 
the Sacrament in a danger of Death; or, that he. 
will both manifeſt by his providence over his 
Church; that want of Intention in the Ordainer, 
that it may be ſupplied by a reordination , and 


So that if ſach a thing be divulged and come to 
the hearing of high ſuperiors, and they take no notice 
of it after the caſe is ſufficiently propoſed to them, 
tisa ſign the rumor is groundleſs. DD 

And by this is partly anfwer'd what our adverſary 
affirmes of a Biſhop in France, who , as heſaics, 
before his death confeſſed that he had ordained many, 
but alwayes without a due Intention. 

Add , if it be true , that ſince the Church did 
not command ſuch Prieſts ordain'd by him , to 
be re-ordain'd nor ſuſpended them till then from 
the funRtion , its to be thought that Biſhop was 
look'd upon as a Perſon troubled with ' ſcruples 
at that time, and in the fear of Death to make his 
Conſcience ſure not diſtinguiſhing ſuthciently aQtual 
Intention from virtual, accus'd himſelf not to have 
had a due Intention becauſe he thought he had not 
an aftual , or ſomething of that nature not. 're- . 
oardable. 

Another ftory our Advyerſary relates -of a Perfon 
18 paili'for his Baptiſm being in danger of Dearth _ ” 
at Sea, of which , he ſaies, he was an Eyc,% Tao. 58 
neſs ;. I only deſire him to call to mind-',- aſl 
ſee if he was not ratlz:r an Ear witnels "gl 
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(56) 
he heard related by another, than of whit ke ſay 
bimſclt ( for which ] have ſome Grouns ) and if 
it be ſo let him remember that the perſons pain 
was not about the Intention of the Miniſter but 
abſolutely whither or not he had been B3ptiz'dre. 
membering of the conjunture of circunftances in 
which he was born, pix. a Baſtard of a Catholic 
Father among the Pres terians , who would not 
Baptize a Battard unleſs the Father gave obedience 
to the Church or Synod. . 
However, 1 ask our Agyerſary, if he wasan Eye 
witneſs, whither the doubt ſeem'd to him ratio. 
nal, or not? If it ſeemed rational! he being a fit 
Miniſter of the Sacrament he thou! have Baptiz'd 
him under condition; if nor, he ſtcuid have pa- 
cited him, making him remember what we teach, 
to wit , that in caſe our Baptiſm had not been ya- 
lid, an efficacious deſire ci Baptiſm included in 
an Act of true ſorrow for our Sins, or pure love 


of God, ſafhces, 
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(56) 
he heard related by another, than of wh he ſay 
bimſclf (for which 1 have ſome Grouns ) and if 
it be ſo let him remember that the perſons pain 
was not about the Intention of the Miniſter bur 
abſolutely whither or not he had been Baptiz'dre. 
membecring of the conjunQure of circumftances in 
which he was born, p12, a Baſtard of a Catholick 
Father among the Presbyterians , who would not 
Baptize a Baſtard unleſs the Father gave obedience 
to the Church or Synod. / 

However, 1 ask our Agyerfary, if he wasan Eye 
witneſs , whither the doubt ſeem'd to him ratio. 
nal, or not? If it ſeemed rational he being a fit 
Miniſter of the Sacrament he ſhou!d haye Baptiz'd 
him under condition ; if nor, he ſhould have pa- 
cited him , making him remember what we teach, 
to wit , that in caſe our Baptiſm had not becn ya- 
lid, an efficacious deſire of Baptiſm included in 
an Act of true ſorrow for our Sins, or pure love 


of God , ſulhces, 


We have fecurity for the Saluation ; 
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of a Child dying immeatately 


after Baptiſm, Prote- 
ants have m 


None, 


Aving retorted the Difhculty of the Intention 
the R. Church requires in Baptiſm upon the 
Intention our Adverjery himſelf requirgs, 


| and muſt require of applying the Wordsand Wa- 


ter, for 'tisa humane Action. ; | 

And having ſhown how Catholick Doors 
bring both bim and us handſomly and ſolidly off by 
a Virtual Intention. 

I ſhall make appear now that we have in this 
caſe of Baptiſm {ſecurity for. our Salvation , aid 
they have none, we ſtanding to our Tenets, and 
they to theirs. | | 


Take me a Proteſtants Child validly Baptiz'd 
WT ( as we grant they can) let the 
_ *Ebild dye afore the uſe of reaſon, what becomes - - 


4 ofbim according to the Catholick Tenet » WC hold 


a Miniſter 


What becomes of 


it goes ſtraight to Heaven. 
to the Proteſtant Tenet ? 


bim accordin 


the Elc& and conſequently the Parcmts were of 
the Faithful ; and it may be he's damn'd, if the 
Parents were not of the Faithful , 20-wit;' Spiritual 
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They . 
ſay it may be he's fay'd, viz. if he was one of .. 
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Ghildren of Abraham or the Child ; © tho! of 
Faithful Parents, was not of the Ele@; for 1 hope 
they will not ſay that Faithiful Parents have neyer a 
Wicked or a Reprobat Child. 
And how ſhall 1 know Faithful Parents but by 
their Fruits or Works , | and how ſhall 1 know 
thattheir Works arc good? Since many wicked 
People haye had ſeeming good Works, Nay how 
ſhall I know {a man to, haye Faith by Works that 
areall damnable and worthy of Death, as Calviy 
ſpeaks, Inft, l, 3, cap. 12, #n. 4. Sins, as 
Beza terms them , 4nd Works of the Devil, v. Pez, 
Tom. 1. operum. pag. 665. and Works of Darkneſs, as 
Luther calls them, Tom 1. operum fol. 196. Edit. 
Wittemb, ſhall abuminations in a Man be niarksto 
me of a ſupernatural gift ct kindneſs given by God 
to him? 
. Next,” ſuppoſe that the Parents be of the Faithful, | 
who told you the Child is one of theEle&t! Te _! 
us his Baptiſm is a ſure mark of his Election... . 
You haye no ſuch, ſee you then bow in this caſe,” * 
we have ſecurity and you haye none? The other | 
Motive be brings to a Proteſtant , is that Proteſtants 
' are ſay'd more caſily, If he means only that Pro- 
teſtants in their way to Salvation, troublethemſelves 
not with taking ſo much pains as good R. Carhelicks 
do freeing themſelves from any Obligations and Mor 
tifications of the Fleſh we take upon us, grounded in 
- the Holy Scripture, Igrant'tis ſo? but this cafle | 
«Way is woful, ſincethe Word of God warns all to {7 
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ſtrive to enter by the narrow way, Matith.7. 18. /{ 


| Enter by the narrow Gate, for wide is the gate and / 
* Groadis the way which leads to Perdition. f 
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| Our Atverſary's Exception againſt 
our Doftrine of Purgatory ; 
Retorted upon 1ro- 


| | teftants . 
EH Rom our DoArine of Baptiſm he pafles 10 


|| our belief of Purgatory, and fays that it 
flatters Sinners in their lmperfe&ions , cauſes 
; them to live more loofly and takes from them 
the fear of Hell. If thisbe true, then according to 
; that Maxim, of Logick Oppoſatorum -oppoſita eft 
| conſequentia , the conſequence of contraries is , 
. ontrary ; the contrary Dofrine , which is that of 
-oteſtants mnt adyance perfection, cauſe a more 
| Auſtere life, make Proteſtants walk more cautiouſly, 
and fear more God's dreadful Judgment, certain,- 
if they dyein Sin they ſhall be lyable to his Wrath 
for ever, as, it they dye in the Lord they ſhall 
from their Labows. 
, *8pt this isevidently faiſe ; for what perfeRtion 
;'' ge had but by obſerving the Law of God? 
©, Domini Immaculata convertans animas, Pſalm, 
Hf 2 $2,3,8. But, this is impoſlible, ſay they, 
Ih "what perieQtion can be had if all our AQtions be" 
| Sins? Are Sins and pertcQtions Synonima's? Canlk 
command my felt te think that that man, who is 
contefſedly acknowledged to be compoſed of ini- 
| Quity , and to de notking but abomination from 
\ Morning till Eyening, lifes innocently like an. 
| BE, - -*-  .Aneores 
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Anchoret, an Auſtere and Godly Life ? How can! | 
Proteſtant Dodtrine give, them a deeper tear. of 
Hell, if, in that tame that they fear Hel] they be= | 
lieve and ſee clearly that they cannot be ſaved 3 
Becauſe who fears, has not aſſurance, which is the 
portion of eyery juſt Man, ſince he is not juſt, 
un'cſs he believe that his Sins- are remitted by. the | 
Merits of Chrift, And muſt eyery man, to whom 
the Goſpel is Preached belicye this? How many 
then belicye a lye? Or what reaſon have you to 
believe it more then any other ro whom the Gol. 
pel is Preached ? Becauſe you find your (elf to 
walk more Cautiouſly then Romaniſts? But how 
do you walk more cautiouſly then. we? Since if /| 
you avoid one damnable Sin, you neceſſarity fall / 
into another, fecing you cannot do any thing #ithall | 
the aſſiſtance of the Grace of Chriſt which is 40t an | 
abomination in the ſight of God. This is a coi com. © 
fort to Progeflants, and all this ſad Do-ine comes 
frem that great Prozeſtant Principle , 3aptiſm does - 
nct take away Original ſin; So that, as a poy=\ } 
ſoned Fountain runs nothing but poyſonous Water, | + 
the Soul of Man ſtill remaining corrupted with 
Original Sin brings forth nothing but corruption, 
How will Souls ſo foul enter Heaven? 
Proteſtants ſmile, if, from this paſſage, Matth, 
32. v. 33. Some Sins ſhall neither be forgiven inthis 
World ner in the World to come, we filly Romaniſts 
infer thar ſince no Sinis forgiven in Hell or Heaven , 
there muſt be a third place in the other World 
| ( calfsas you pleaſe) in the which ſome Sings 
® may be forgiven; But may not we rather Jaugh- 
© out at the fancy of Men, who, acknowledging them. | 
= felycsto be all broken out with the runing orcs of O-. '} 
Eriginal & Actual Sin think w:th an imaginary cloak- i 
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theraſelyes with the Juſtice. of Chriſt: above * 
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kidden filth, they , ſhall enter Heaven as © 
22 a Plague Perſon under a diſguiſe enters a *_ | 
{oro of the Hoſpital may be deceived, 1 
4 but God who bath ſaid that nothing which 
. ſhall enter Heayen 3 Rev. cap. 21. V. 27» 
at be deluded» : x 
OI 
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be Churches. not permitting all 
Parts of the Scripture imdiffe- ; 
rently to be read byall, is 

Juſtified' And ber 
high ſentiment of -* 

this word of - 

God dectar-  :.3 

ed. 'L 
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ed. 


Joe ro went 
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i Af Any ftumble at the Churches not .permit= 
ting indifferently all thoſe who only- 
underſtand the holy Scriptures in a vuls_ 
gar Tongue, to read them. But without reaſom . © 
F=this is firſt the great yeneration- the Church has © 
for the Word of God, not to ſubmit his biglpMy- 
ſteries to the Interpretation of every Ignorant Crea< . 
7 tfure,, while upon all occaſions they readit with” 
* as little reſpe& as if. jt were a Romance. or a play 
' Book, and give their verdict of its meanings 
| the-Prophet Malachy inthe __— time, (4p. 249.7, 
Myc, 4 
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fayes, the lips of the Prieſt /ball keep knowledge and | 
the Lew they ſhall require of his Mouth,” 

_ Secondly, The Church deals with her Children 
as, Chriſt dealt with his Apoſtles, . John 16. v.12,” 
and St. Paul with the Corinthians, 1 Coy. 3:v.2 fl 
Chrift did not propoſe to them all the ſtrong truths - 
while they were wetk in Yertue, I have, ſaid he, © 
' many Other things to tell you Which you are not | 
able to fear at preſent, Tohy 16.12, © 
. © And St. Paul gaye the Corinthians Milk, not 
then ſtronger Fqod- ſaying to them that they were 
Not. yet able, 1Cor-3.v. 2, . 

Wiſe Parents at a great Table do net let their | 
Children take what they pleaſe but give them of 
Meats-preſented what they know to be fit for their | 
weak Stomach. So the Church allows the learn- *; 
ed to feed themſclyes with -the - Holy Scripture , 
ſhe gives of the ſame Tablc to the unlearned by 
their Paſtors and Teachers whart is fitteſt for them; 
left having the whole Bible* in their hands ( cſpc- 
cially without the Notes for the better underſtand- 
- Ing of. it ) they wrong themſelves, as thoſe who 
as St. Peter, 2Pet. 3.9. 16, ſpeaks, wreſted ſome - 
_ pallages of St. Paul , asalfothe other Scriptures to 
their owndeftrution, Deftrution Implycs more 
then miſtakes in [ndifferent matters, \ _ 

Wouid-it aot ftartle an Ignorant to hear ( afore 
the Paſſage is-explaincd ) what God ſaid tothe Pro- | 
phet T/@fah cap.6. v. 10- Plind the heart 'of the Peo- 
pie, &'c. Leff perhaps* they may ſee with their 
| Eyes and be converied. Would an infinite Good- 
neſs #ſays an Ignozant, command a Prophet todo- 
ſo? Would it not amaze the ſime to read in the 
. firſt of 2oſea v.-1, That Cod commanded him to 
'*  . take a Whoye and take (9 hb 'mſeif Children:of Whore- 
M dom. = it pollble, ſaves the Ignorant, that ' 
"IFRS CEE codes no 


F Bible, and: ſtudy how they may beſt deliver tothe 
F- | People the Truths they find there both neceflary to 
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_ $andtity it (elf ſhould ſpeak ſo? ,_ ..- ._- 
| With what ſurprizing, paſſages will, an Ignorant * © 
Carnal Van-meet with in the Canticles? x 

|  Reſpe&t then the Holy Ghoſt in, the GonJdut of 

the Church , and do not think that her Children , | 
who do net, nor cannot read ,the Scriptures live 
in Ignorance , Lukewarmnefs , Indiffcrency. with- 
out reliſhing -Heavenly things , without true Dc- 

yotion, more then Abraham, 1ſaac and Iacdb , 

who had the ſame want, but were Inſtrufted to the 

Picty weread of,by the Tradition from others,as our 

unlearn'd are by the Labeurs- of our Paſtors "and 

' Preachers who not being diverted from their Book 

and Prayer, by the neceffary care of providing for - 

Wife and Children, Meditate at leafure the Holy 


Salvation, and conducing to PerſcCtion, And 
this aboupdantly ſuffices, unlets you will_exclude-_ 
aiſo among Proteſtants all thoſe, who cannot read, 
from Devotion, as if God had deſign'd only great. 
Viis for Heaven. | ; : | - h - 

Add to all thls, that if the Scripture-put-into e- 
very private Mans hand and being underſtood by” 
him according to his beſt Judgement, be to bim 2 
ſufficient Rule of + Faith ( *which without doubt - 
would breed as much confuſion in. the Church as 
_ the Law Book Interpreted by every private Man 
without Obligation to ſubmit to the Kings Judges, 
would do in the Kingdom ) what need haye you 
of Miniſters moxe-then Quakers ? If every Opec be 
thus capable to underſtand the Word , * why isveHot. 


__ 
- ” 


capableto Preach it ? And ifhebe capable'to Preach *r | 


> 
.* 


tying Grace, why is he not capable to give alſo.the” i 
 * . . 2 »  y EN oo RS 
Sacrament, or the Sign of it recciy'ds +=": o_ 
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If you fay that God has ordained Biſhops or Preſ- 
byters to Govern the Church; 1 anſwer, 'tis not 
Civily,but in DoQrine,& what will this Government 
in our caſc ſerve for but to make them Hypocrites, 
fince they raft then belicve outwardly what the Mj. - 
nifter Teaches, and inwardly what their own light 
perſ[wades them, often centrary to the Miniſters per- 

 ſwaſton. - b-T | 

When we fay the Bible doth not contain all things 
meceſlary to Salyation, we do not ſay that the Word 
of God does not contin all things neceſſary woSalya- » 
tion , becauſe the Word-of God is partly. written 
partly unwritten; Put theſe two together and yhu 
bave . all things neceſſary to Salvation, Nay ihe 
Scripture alone bas partly Explicitly partly Implicitly, . 
in as much as it ſends us to the Church, all things ne- 

' ceflary to Salvation. SL EO ee 

" When we ſay.that the Scripture is not abſclutely, 

But in fome places obſcure, in others clear ; what 

do we ſay rgore then Proteſtants, who teach: that the 

Scripture is an Interpreter ofitſelf, if you compare 

the lefs. clear paſſage with another or others more 

clear ; ' is not this to ſay that the leſs clear is obſcure ? 

- which obſcurity is taken away by the clearneſs of the 

Ta, - : : Y LS 

'* . Neither do we ſay that the Scripture is Imperfe@ 
when we ſay itisonly a part of oar Rule of. Faith, * 

 nomatethen we ſay the Almighty Power of Godis 
Imperfe& when we ſay 'tis only.a part of his Infinite . 
Perfeftion, As wedo not (ay that God is Firit be- 
cauſe heisa part of - this Couple contained in Chri/?- 
God and Mas,' or by which we ſay God and Man arc 


two, VIC. natures. 
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SECT. VI. 


"be Scripture us not known 10 1s to 
be the Word of God without the 
Tradition of .the Church , 

« "and therefore 14 not our 

fole Rule of Faith. 


| W' acknowiedge the Holy Scriptures to be 


- our Rules of Faith, but not alone; we 
Y | believe them to be profitable to teach us _ 
 _ inJuſtice, that the Man of God may be perfe&, 2 
Tim. 3. v.16, But not ſole ſufficient to make him 
perfe&t, 
Veſeem, fayes our Adverſary ,' to. doubt of the 
- ' Originals of Scripture, ſince we ask a Proteſtant, 
how he knows it is the Word of God? As if the 
Air, Simplicity , Majeſty , and way of Expreſlion 
| Proper to God alone , did not ſhow this ſuficient- 
- ly, as the King's Letters are known. by their ſtyle--. 
and Royal Seal. - 4 ox rn 
Anſwer, We are ſo far from-doubting of the 
_ Scriptures being the Word of God, that we belieye + 
It with an' AQ, of Diyine Faith. But we ave ask- +» 
cd and ack without any Anſwer; that has ſo much 
as a jor of Reaſon , by what Principle they will 
prove to us that the Scripture is the Word of _ 
ei If beſides the Scripture there is po Rule of _ 
alth s. - | | ; ; 
Not by. the Scripture it ſelf, becauſe ſelf Tefti- 
EE” DOE IP - mony”. 
' 54. al 
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- = MoNy is none, were it Written in any »! It, © 
{$00 6 none, were Prin in ay plc 
© phage of rs Ys for bog Queſtion returns, 
ow xnow you that this Teſtimony is. the Wor 
of GOD?) 7" co dp 
Now. ,. to fay that The Scripture ſhows it ſelf, | 
is frivolous, For I ask what's thatto ſay the Scrip- 
ture ſhows it ſelf? Is it that by Reading it, riſes in 
the mind of a Man who has a well diſpoſed un. * 
derſtanding, this apprehenſion , The Scripture is 
_ the Word of God? By which apprehenſion he ſees | 
it is ſo, before he Judges or believes? If fo, then 
he does not believe the Word of God to be the-- 
. Word of God, miov'd by the Word of God,” but -- 
by this apprehenſion , which if you ſay is the Word , 
of God, then you admit'a Word of God whichis : 
not Written, and yet to you a Rule of Faith , 
and ſo you have another Immeditate Rule of Faith, 
than the Written -Word of God. 
' Again, that apprehenſion and inward Teftimo- 
 » . Ny of the mind for which its believed that the Scrip- | 
ture is the Word of GOD, and that it ſhows it 
ſelf, does it rifſe"from this, that the Simplicity , 
Maſeſty , and way of Expreſſton., move Men to 
| Judge that the Scripture is the Word of God? 
But ſeeing all theſe particulars come from ſuch 
Words Inftituted by Men to ſignifie , and that the 
4 - more or leſs Majeſty of the Style, in a Speech or | 
- - 4Sentencegifes from a certain material placing and 
diſpoſing of Words among themſelves, the whole 
thing is 'vatural,, and-ſo not the Word of God.” 
-Next , that Simplicity and Majeſty of Style, and 
.* what you pleaſe more, is not fo in every part of 
 Scriprure, that'I am bound for them to belieye - 
that that part is the Word of God, For I pray». 
what Air, Simplicity, or Majeſty of Style isin "at 
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© begining of the Goſpel of St. Matthew , whett' 
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by hen ity 
. Gil there , Abraham beg0t Iſaac ane Iſaac vega, 
Fl what do you find morc there then you I 
 vould find in thoſe ſame Words written in an Au. 
thor , not*Sacred , 'as in Joſeph the Tew? , © 1 
- Now, if you ask. u&why we believe the Scrip«. | 
\ ture to be-the Word of God? We Anſwer, be- . 
F cauſe an Infallible Tradition paſſing through all 
F bows, and always believing it to be the Word of 
|. God , has conveyed it to our Hands, and that Ge. 
F neal approy'd Gouncils have confirm'd it by their 
«Sacred: Decrees and uncontrotable Authority, as of 
ten as any Controyerſie aroſe among the Faithful, . 
ÞY cither concerning certain Books, or the certainty of 
RY the Tradition it ſelf. . 7” 
8 |f you ſay you make uſe of this fame Tradition , 
&. of all Chriſtians hitherto believing itto be the Word 
F of God, as a motive of-Credibility to-you that it 
is the Wgrd of God. | D 
I Anſwer. You may , but firſt by-chaiming to 
' this, you leave your own Priuciple of denying Tra- 
| dition, Next , tho! this Univerfal Tradition be te: 
Jou a motif of Credibility. , that the Bible is the 
| Word-of God as to the Letter, yet you bave none 
for the ſenſe, in which you take it. Fd 
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| Subſet. 


T his prlſage ſearch the Scriptures. 
| John chap. 5. makes nothing 
. for Proteſtants. 


d -” 
. 


of Faith; at laſt our Advyerſary bringstheſe 


* O prove that the Scripture is the ſole Rule- : 
Words of GHRIST to the Iews, Search | 


. 
. 


the Scriptures, John cap. 5. v. 39. # 
Anſwer. You muſt know. that there our Saviour: 
was proving to the Tews his God-head or Divinity. 
. And he proyes it , Firft,' by the Teſtimony of St. 


John Baptiſt v. 32. and lets them underſtand how 
worthy a Perſon Iohn was -of Credit with them. *F 


. Secondly, he proves it by his Works, v. 36. Third- 
ly, by the Teſtimony of his Eternal Father , v2. 
This 's my Son in whom I am well pleas'd. Matth.. 


3. V. 17. Take notice that CHRIST for their: | 
Rule in. bcligving his God-head, did not fend them | 
- firſt to the Scripture but to the Teſtimony of Tohy,. 


his Miraculous Works, and the Teſtimony of his 
Father, and 12ſt of all he ſaies, Search the: Scrip- 
tures, as if he ſhould have ſaid , if you will not 
acknowledge me to be God for theſe great Argu- 
ments and: Matives I haye brought :. Take yet one 


more, which is, that ſigge you think you haveE-i 


ternal. Life in the Scriptures, Search them ; and 
' there you will find that I an* God ; becauſe the 
. Prophets in.them give Teſtimony of 'me. And this 


_ .was faid to their DoRars , not ro cycry private | 
 Perſow. Rn, 
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F Secondly 2 The Word Scrutamin in - 
' Frepnate in Greck , is of the preſenttenc | Ca 
dicative mood ( Cyrillzs takes it in the IOQMCAmve). 
” 5 well as of the Imperative ,. and ſo ſignifies, you 
ds Search the Scriptures, as if he ſhould ſay, {ince 
.you do Rrad dil:gently the Scriptures , you can't 
but find my Divinity there , (ince they giye clear 
Teſtimony of me by the Prophets. : 
. Our adyerſary ſhuts up this matter of Scripture 
by ſhuting us up, as he'Imagins, or will ſeem to 
Imagin , in a circle, while we prove the Scripture, 
by the Church and run back (ajes he , to the Scrip- 
\ ture to proye the -Ghurche . . 
\- Anſwer. © To thoſe who admit the Soripture and | 
deny the Church , we prove the” Church dy the 
$ Sctipture : to rheſe who deny a part of Scripture, 
Þ} dut hold the Infallible Authority of the Church, ” 
J:we prove the Scripture by the Church : to thoſe 
who deny -both Church and Scripture we prave firlt 
the Church by the ſignal marks of the true Church - 
ſet down inthe pld and new Teſtament ,* ( of which 
omeralone are of ſufficient force to move a Pagan) 
and having Eftabliſhed Her-Authority ; by Her ace | 
knowJedging the Scripture to be the Word of God, 
we prove it to be the Word of. God. In this Dif- 
courſe you ſee no Circle, but in the Imagination; 
of our Adyerſary. : OM 4 —Y 
> Now |& us ſce if he who thought to catch us +. 
be not caught himſelf.” For, therefore with him i 
Scripture is the Word” of God becauſe. it ſhows it WW 
} elf; and wherefore doth it ſhow it ſelf but becauſe _ 147 
itis ſeen by thoſe who only diſcloſe (,as he ſpeaks) RF 
thnole Divine Letters: And  wherefore again is it 
ſeen to thoſe who open thoſe Divine Lexters but © 
becauſe it ſhows-it ſelf? And ſo while the walks, - 
between it is ſeen , and it ſhows it ſelf, neither ſees- 
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ang binfelf, nor ſhows or can ſhow any 
CEgners, who deſire to ſee becauſe he. can't i 
ſhox "WI: ? he fees not, nor theScripture ſhow what 
it infallibly cofitains without another infallible Rule 
of Faith, a a 
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SECT, © 


T he Reaſon- why the © Maſs is mt 
| faid 7 the Fulg ar - | 


1 One, 


UrAdveriary advancing in [iis Reflexions upon' | 
'our Religion ſayes that uur Prayers in an Þ 
Unknown Tongu? is not a ſmall hinderante ' 
to Piety and Devotion. What Comfort , fayes he, 
Ean the Ignorant ſort-reap at Maſs, | + 
_ Anſwer. Either he means our Private Prayers or 
our Publick : _ If our Private Prayers, 1 atteſt his. 
own Conſcience, all #ngli/h and Scozs Proteſtants, 
EF .. ho converſe Familiarly with usif they do not know 
| 5 Ar we havg our : Manuals of Devotion .in Eng-. 
& {= -- If hemeans our Publick Psayers : Then* he ſup--h 
F poſes two things which are falfe. The firftthat, 
that publick- Aion which is done; jn the Sacrifice 
of the Maſs, is, or ought ſimply to be called a verbal * 
Prayer; The ſecond that } that leſs confiderablc 
part of it which conſiftsin Words, is in an unknown 
1 Tongue. | " | th 
$. © The Sacrifice of the Maſs being of its Nature, and - 
4) © by the Intention of Chriſt the Inſtituter of it, mw 
> We... ; py; 4," L6 
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A 4ief Officer init, an Action ordain'd to 4cKney 
{dochis Fathers Supream Domioion over us 5t0 give 
"hh thanks for his Favours beſtowed upoh us, fora 
' continuation of them, and a Satisfativn tor our Sins, 
" itisa prayer, bug a real one and is more the objc& of 
the Eyethen of the Ear: Morcover isitÞot enough that 
the Maſs is Printed in Vulgat Tongues? And that 
the Council of Trent, Sefſ;*22... Cap 8. Commands 
the Paſtors to explain it 1o the People altho it de 
not ſaid but in the Tongues of the Church: Inthe- * 
Greck Church in Greck, in the Latin in Latin, to 
keep an unitormiry among the Faithful of each 
Y Church and that the expreſſion of the Churches Li- 
 turgy keep its Majeſtie notſubje&t to the changes 
of Vulgar Tongues, to'which thoſe are, who ſpeak 
> pain of paſſing ſometimes for Ridi- 
culous. 
Neither is that tobe call'd an Unknown Tongue _ 
whicl/ittle Boyes are ordinarily taught.inthe Schools, 
and which they come often fo ſpeak Regularly 
. before they can expreſs themſelves: handſorly in 
their Mothers Tongue, Neither do our Country 
Clowns ſpeak unknown Tongues becauſe they don't 
ally underſtand one another. | | 
_ — But. Grant the Latin Tongue is av unknown, 
| Tongue, isjt-not enough that all thoſc. prayers a8. 
found explained in Books ? fend P-þ 
Neither doesthe Deyotion of the Ignorant cone += Þ 
fiſt in their hearing, or knowing what the Prieſt ſays. © 
| butinknowing what he docs, And in offering up _ + 
with him the {ate Sacrifice which is alſo theirs _, +, 
lure, ifthey be well diſpelcd, to receive great-g 
dy it, 1 pray, 6id the People: in the: entry, Oz 196 
Temple hear what Zacherie ſaid when be was Ole 
- Qating far .trom being fo much as ſeen-by 00> 
Luke 1.cap. v. 10. and the People wonared YALE. 
ſtayed there jolong. v. 21. PERS 4 
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© -- But what ſhall wefſay of thoſe Extemporary. prayer 
. | porary- prayers 
made by fome Proteſtants, who being weak in 
_ Spirit, go reſolved to follow the ſtrain of their Bre-ſ 
 "hren ſpeak a great deal of none-ſence? Is thats 
«known or an unknown Tongue when the'Hearerg 
can't make ſence of kiswords, but only knows his 
meaning isto pray? Tothis he addsa bare LeQureY 
of Scriptures ſometimes ofa Prophet obſcure in his 
Expreflion, they knaw not whither its to be under- 
ſtood intke Literal or Figurative ſenſe, yet whata 
_ ſighing and ſobing! What a mournful Looks in their 
Eyes!. And murgions intheir Faces! If this Prayer 
and leRure of Scripture neither of them being under. 
ſtood, can move theſe People ro ſo much Devotion 
becauſe they know this is faid and read to Honour 
God'; why may not the Sacrifice of the Maſs which 
Catholicksbelieveto be the higheſt Honour that can 
+ begiventoGod upon tarths» move thoſe who are 
+ -,,* Preſent to Devotion, although they don't under- 
ſtand in particular what is ſaid by the Prieſt to God? } 
. © 'Tisenoughthat the Prieſt underftand it who in his $- 
. own, andinalltheir Names makes the Sacrifice. | 
-_ _. TendthisSeflion with ſome Refleftions, 
© T1, ThatS. Paul 1/Cbr. 14. docs not'ſpcak of a 
_ .- publick Prayer approved by the Chureh, and conſe. 
_ — -*quently not ſubjeR to Error, But only of a new. 
' Prayer of aprivatc Perſon made to+ others which. 
| mightbeſubjeCtto-Error, gnd therefore he would | 
/ not have it made in a Vultar Yongue, | butina'] 
Tongue that othersmight judge of it , as appears by 
his ſaying in the 29, v. Let the Prophets ſpeak two or 
three, and let the other judge. «7. 
2. St. Paulſaies, v. 29. forbid udt to ſpeak with 
+ Tongues, i. c. in an unknown tongue, I-ſay then what 
 - , - Chiiſtiandaresforbid what the Apoſtlealiows? *, 
.*- © 3. St, Pawlſaigs theres, 15. Iwill pray withihe | 
SE 25 > 6 OS, Gu 1 9 BR. 
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"Spirit, i.e, ( in an unkuown-Tongne) and 3 will 


gar Tongue in our Lyturgy, our Anſwer is with 


Church in an unknown Tongue , becauſe its ſaid _ 


var? 


E-T9F 


pray with the underſtanding alſo. i. e. in « knows 
Tongue, Ifheprayedinan unknown Tongue as 
well as ina known Tongue, why may we not 
alſo ? 

4. As, altho! an Inchanter underſtands not the 
wordsof his Charm the Devil underſtands them, 
and obeys them, ſo, altho the Ignorant underſtand 
not the words of bis Prayer, the Devil underſtands 
them and fears them ; and God underſtands them, 
and helps him, as the King does a Fayour to att 
Idiot who underſtood not the Petition preſented by 
him, but only in General that it was for what he 
deſired, or made in fayour of him. 

. 5. If any be contentious for our not uſing a yul- 


St. Paul 1 Cor, 11, v, 16. we have no ſuch Cuſtome 
nor has had the Church of God for. 1600. Years, © © 
and more. G £ 
. 6, By unknown Tongues the Apoſtle means net 
of Hebrew among the Tews', Greek among the 
Grecians , or Latin among us of the Weſterns Church, 
which is underſtood of the-learned and civil Pe@- 

ple in eyery great City, but of Miraculous Tom« ' 
gues which Men ſpoke in the Primitive Church , I 
as a Mark that they had received the Holy Ghoſt, 1 
Think you that the Lyturgy is ſaid in the Greek * + 


in proj... Greek not now underſtood by the yul-"" + 7 


of f 4. ). 
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SECT. VIII | 
A The Roman Dot7rine of Tranſub- 
| h | Rantiation, does nor deſtroy ex- 


perimental knowledge, nor 
aecerve our Senſes. 


(): Adverfary ſayes, that Tranſubſiautiation 


— — _—_— — 


. 
# FB 
l £ 

? 


deftroyes all evidence grounded in the ex- 
perimental knowledge of our ſenfes, and 

wakes void the proof CHRIST madenſeot to. 
his Apoſtles, *to convince them he was not a Spi- 
- rit. To underſtand my Anſwer to this Objeftion 
of our Adyerfary, you muſt know ; 

"Firſt, that the Principle of experimental knowledge 
isthis, for example, whegzeſoever are all the. Acci- 
deptsof Bread, there is the ſubſtance of Bread , un- 
ol the Author of Nature hinder its preſence 
there, , | 
Secondly, That this conditional muſt be alwayes 
added in Reyerence to the Almighty Power of God; 
otherwayes by this 'Experimental knowledge , 4 
Combuſtible thing laid in the Fire burns, 'Twould 
follow that the Children in the Furnace of Babylon 
were burnt contrary to what isſaid in Daxtel 3, cap. 

> $a | Fs 
.- Theſe two things being known, I anſwer, that 
_ evidence grounded upon experimental Knowledge 
frands in its fall vigour with our Do@rine of 
be. pPRapciarion, as is clear to him, who ig this 
£+ true Suppoſition of Experimental Knowledge con- 

=. Lgersit. | For 


THT 
; * 
74" £f % - A. 
'% 4 
1% +4 Bp 
., z, 8 a 4 _—_—_ 
IST < 
Rar Wet” 2 bs 5 
- Ry 22 .*Y * Ky Y 14; LY 
EO OT ED. 0 
—_ hate by v od, *'& % 
HE. WF , 
I, © 
& fd", 2g 
" 400 "ORA ? 
5 ASP 


OD D578 
MY 
Wh 


: 


oo rath  hd 


®  & lp 


For we deny Breadto be in the Euchariſt where 
all the Accidents of Bread are,, becauſe” the Author 
of Nature hinders the preſence of Bread to þe there 
ashehas revealed it ro us in ſeveral places of Scrip= 
tare. And conſequently I deny tha» Tranſubſtan- 
tiation deſtroyes more Experimental Knowledge, 
than Prozeſtant's belief that the Angels , who ap- 
* peared to Abraham, Lot and 1ecob, were Angels 
- and notMen, deftroysit. | 

Had not fhe Angels appearing to them all the 
Accidents of Men , as our _Eucharift has all the Ac- 
cidents of Bread : And did not they look as like 
men, as it looks like Bread ? p41 

Secondly, . It makes yoid, fayes he, the proof 
Chrift brought to his Apoftles to convince them he + 
wasnot a Spirit, Haendlemeand ſee, ſayes Our Sa- +» 
viour, for a Spirit has yo Fleſh, Luke 24. . 39. 
which can be no conviction to Remaniſts who ſce 
Bread in the Euchariſt, ifthey will truſt their own 
8&cnſes, ' nſw. - | 

Do Proteſtants make yoid the proof Chyiſt made 
uſe of to his Apoſtles when they ſay that the Angels -1 
( of which afore ) that. appeared to Abrahaw, Lot © 
and ſacoh, were not Men but Angels? No; ſay you 
_ GOD hath reycaled that they were' An- 

cls? Re. <, _ 

- Neither do we Romanifty when we ſay thatin the 
Euchariſt that which appears like Bread is the Body 
of Chriſt under the form of Bread, and not Bread; 
I agg our. Saviour hath ' Reycalcd- that it is by 
Body. ln B58 
Our Saviours proof, ſays our Adyerſary, thathe _. 
was not a Spirit ſhall neyer influence a Papiſt to +: 
conviction, 2 ARS 


Anſwer. This I deny, for inthis caſe, wehave-- | 
+ Yn Fi 4% CR 
both eyidence of the ſenſes and our Sayiours Wow , 
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(76) 


and no ReyelationcontradiQing them, and there- 
fore are fully convinc'd to belicyc it. But for Bread 
inthe Euchariſt we haye indeed the cyidence of ſenſe, 
but nat Chrifts word , but onthe contrary we have 
our ſcnſes contradited by Chriſts infallible word. 


Muſt not a Man be in Eclipſe, or under a Cloud not 
to ſee this Diſparity. 


To clear then qur Advyerſary in his miftake, 1 let 
him know that our Saviour undertook to prove that 
he had a true Body, which is the Natural Remote 
 objeQ of our ales by the Judgment of his Diſci- 
ples ſenſes: But neyer to prove Immediatly an Ob. 
jeR or Myſtery of Faith ſuch as our Euchariſt is, by 
the Judgment of our ſenſes. I ſay Immediat]y, be- 
cauſe having proy'd Immediatly that this was his 
true Body, mediatly he proyed in that Circumſtance 
that it'was riſen again. Nay when we come to ſuch 
Myſteries of Faith, we muſt not only Captivate our 
Senſes but Reaſon alſo, if we will belicye St. Paul 
2 Cor. 10, 9.5, Fo 
:-.-- As to that he ſayes that our Tranſubſtantiation 
*-. favoursthe Opinion of the Marcioniſts its manifeſtly 
falſe to thoſe who know the Marcioniſts Opinion, to 
#17, that Chriſt had not a true Body, but only in 
'"* appearance. For who grants our Tranſubſtantiation 
- multgrant that the Body gf Chriſt is there either real- 
 lyand ſubſtantially or in appearance: But under 
the appearance of Bread cannot be the appearance of 
the Body of Chriſt, zo wit, the ShapegBulk, Colour, 
andExtention of all the parts ofhis Body, for how 
canalltheſcſtand together with the proper Accidents 
of Bread inthe left Particle of the Hoſt ? And con- 
- Fequently they not being there, his reall-Body muſt 
| orfhs ren to make the- grant of Tragſubſtantiation 


Sub- 
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Subſect. 1, 


Is th? Euchariſt ow ſenſes are 
uot deceiud in their pro- 
per Object. 


curſive faculty never ſo much , we ſtall 
never be able to prove: that our ſenſesare 
not deceived repreſenting to ns as Bread , what 
really, if we are believed, is not Bread. 
Anſwer. That our ſenſes are not deceivedin their 
proper Ovjett, I prove. thus, 
The proper Obje&t of our ſenſes (are only the 


(): Adyerſary faies, let us torture our. dif- 


Accidents of Bread; in the Euchariſt our ſenſes re- * 


preſent to us the Accidents, Colour , Taſte, CC. 
after the Conſecration juſt as they did afore; then 
they are not at all deccived in their proper Ob- 
Jec _ 


| Rance of Bread, and in that they are deceived, 
—e after Conſecration according to us there isno 
read. Poke 


Anſwer. 1 deny that the Subſtance of Bread is,” 
their proper Obje&, its the Objc& of the under- 


ſtanding, which from the ſenſes Anticedent repre» 


ſentation to him of all the Accidetits of Bread , in | 


fers that the Subſtance of Bread is there, vi%. 0r- 


Cinarily, -and naturally when-it is not revealed to . 
him , that the Author of Nature hasdiſpoſed other- : 


waies. So that the Subſtance of Breadis'onlyim» 
propetly , by Accident and occalionally, calledthe 
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bjett of our ſenſes, in as much as they by their | 


Relation te him of all the Accidents of a Subſtance, 


| Ul him occaſion to Judge certainly that the Sub- 


ance is alſo there , when he has no Reycla 


from God of the contrary. pb 26h 
If our Eycs are deceived in Tranſybſantiatior , 
was not the Iews Eyes deceived in the Incaination, 
repreſenting CHRIST. as a Human Perſon. 
By this folution you haye an Anſwer to all his 
empty, taſk of Roſcs and Litlies, &c. ſaying, I 


lion 


can neyer acertain you of any thing my Eyes (cs; all 
for if I ſce all the Accidents of a Roſe and haves no "WF 
Revelation from the Author of Nature, that the 


Subſtance of a Roſe is not there, 1 can aſure you 
that it is a Roſe. 


The fame Anſwer ſerves, when be faies. that as 


my Eye may be deccived, ſo, may alſo 'my Ear, 


ing by hearing. For we have ſaid alfeady, that 


neither, Eye, nor Kar are deceiy'd in their Objett, 
becauſe as the Eye ever repreſents the fame Co-' 


. which gives a Mortal biow to Traditiqn, it com- 


© 
. 


lowr , ſo the Ear conveys'ever to the underſtanding” ? 


the ſame ſound , and as the Subſtance which is un- 
der that Colour is the Obje&t of the underſtanding 


#nd not of the Eye; ſo likewaies the Truth or Falſc- 


hood of the Word is the Objett of the underſtand- 
ing , and not of the Ear. | 


You'l fay if Accidents only are the Obje& of Jur # _ 


ſenſes, bow do you underſtand theſe propoſitions, 
I ſee Bread, 1 Taſte Wine? Which are common 


Expreſſions, | 
Anſwer, We fpcak fo, becauſe the denomina- 


as, when my Hand is hurt, I am ſaid to be hurt, 
auſc my Hand is ar-Loftruneat of wy _——_ 
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_ Gion which fals upon the Inſtrument, often is given 
.to- the thing of which it is an Inſtrument, and ſo, 
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| by which it As, ſo when the ſavour of the Wine | 
F.0d, the Wine is faid to be taſted , becauſe 
+: an Inſtrument or: Vertue that flowes from 
| PF i Wine , and by which the Winc aftcts your 
ERS | | 
! + Out of all 1 have ſaid gather this Truth , that 
* neither Senſe nor Reaſon is decciv'd in the Eucha-. 
if; not our ſenſes becauſe they find all the Acci- 
* dent in the ſame condition after Gonlecration, in 

which they were before, Not Reaſon, becauſe 
oF. Reaſon tells me, that 1 ought to believe thar the 
WF Subſtance of Bread is there where all its Accidents 
are, unleſs God reveal'to me the contrary , and 
in that caſe not, to believe it to be there. But God 
has reveal'd it not to be there , ſo when I now 
believe it not te be there my Reaſon is not de» 
ceiy'd.. | 

Now to oppoſe this revelation or Infallible word 

of Chriſt . we claim to , This is my Body , he 
laies Liter oecidit, the letrerkills. 
? Anſwer. The letter kills indeed when it taken 
| © in the literal ſenſe involves a contradiion, or any 
- "thing againſt Faith , or good+ manners ; other=: 
wayes not. So this propoſition Chrift is a Vine,taken_ 
Jiteratly kills, becauſe the yerb 3s in it taken literally 
> Imports an Identification or ſamety of two natures, 
| | ſpecifically different contrary to that we know by” 
_- Feith, to wit, that the Son of God bath aflum'd no - 

nature but that ef man : And in this propolition 
, - This is my Body taken literally, the verb is, imports 


onely an  Weniſication of the ſame thing with it 
ſelf , onety otherwayes cxpreſt , leſs deſtinAly-in 


the ſubjet, This, and more deſtiny jn the 
,  Þredicate my. Body, | Col Bug 
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Sublet. I T. 
Shows that Tranſubfantiation new | 
ther mchnes us to ldolatry nor?  Þ 
 Eiypocriſte , with ſome que- . '® 

- *- (trons about the Pro- .. 
_ feſtants Commu- NY 
won. 4A 


3 \ Ur Adberſary's ſecond way of oppoſing þ 


Tranſubſtantiation is. to ſay , that it ln. # 

clines mean Capacities to Idolatrie and the . -; 

ſharper wits to Hypocriftie, The Common Peopic % 

, No doubt , faies he , do frequently adore the Acci- _ 

dents ( according to his conceſſion pag. 90. They Y% 

are taught as he ſaies there to adore Chrift 'under - ;# 

the Accidents ) they ſce which they cail Godgg ſay-  '*? 

ing when the Wafer is lifted by the Prieſt ; on 
deve Drew, God is lifted, 


_ - Mſwer. The Dodtrine of Trariſubſtartiatiop 1 


* expreſly commands to Adore what they do notſce,, | 
u0d, 0n vides ,. and forbids to Adore what is ſeen, - 


If, nevertheleſs ſome. do the contrary , the Doc- -; 


_ trine is not therefore blamcable, oo mare then the . 
Law'is to be blam'd, becaufe ſome do quite cor- 
trary to its Rule and Inſtruftion. For that ſaying 
ox leve Dieu , God is lifted if it can be ſajd with. 
-out Blaſphemy that God was lifted upon the Croſs, 
becauſe Chriſt's Body was lifted upon the Croſs, 


+ 


-.  k-maylikewiſebe ſaid without Blaſphemy that Go#« - = 


Ts F F Fg _ 


($) 


#6 liked up in the Sacrifice of the Maſs, becauſe 
F chrifts Body is there lifted up. By a Communication 
. Þ of properties , what is atributed to Chriſt's Body, is 
| 2ribured to Chriſt, and what is atributed to Chriſt, 
-patributed to God, _ 
K. for the ſharp wits they ſee that according to the 
F probable Opinion of Proteſtants, Chriſt's Body in 
- W #$cEuchariſt is notthere as ina place, becauſe to be 
Mt; placc is to be with the full extention of its parts 
WS correſponding to the parts of the place, but this 
SCbrit's Body in the Euchariſt has'not ,* and there- 
hore it is not there in a place : And therefore, 
- $#-tho' it be there and in Heaven -both at once, it is 
- y fot in two places both at once ; yet largely and 
Me improperly ſpeaking, the Body of Chriſt may be ſaid 
OF to be inthe Euchariſt, as in a place in as mnch as 
it is united to the Accidents»which are in a place. 
FE Fre Body then of Chriſt is there aſter the exiſting 
«4: vay of a Spirit. It you ſay the Body of Chriſt can't 
We: be united to Accidents in different places , I ak 
WES how is our Soul united to- Cifferent parts of the 
IF. . Body , which are in different places? 
3X, . Juſt then as the Soul is not in a place , yet is 
; +-(ad toe above and below , before and behind, 
|| j decauſe the parts to which it is united are above 
44nd below , before and bekind ; ſo when the Acci- 
(7 dents to which Chriſt's Body is united in the Euchariſt 
 atemoy'd or lifted up, it isfaid to be moy'd or lifted 
+: Þþ. Soitsa filly thing for Proteſtants to obje& to Ca- 
[*; tholicks the obſurdities which ſeem to follow from a +. 
£. Body's being in two places, ſince they may ſay that 
: the Body of Chriſt by its being in the Euchariſt is nor 
in fwo places. Thus you ſec aar witty People hayenor 
__occaſionto be Hypocrites but ſincere belieyers. © © 
Ut our Adverfary faies a Body can be no more 
" without Extention , then Water without humi- 
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having within the DP: 


ſubſtantiation does not at all force them to avow , 


CHRIST” of a Virgin-Mother ? To whe was (; 
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(82) 
dity, Fire without Heat, a Stone without Hard. 
neſs, LIgrantitisſo naturally , but he muſt mutua}; 
ly grant ro me , that it maybe as well withoutes. 
tention ſupernaturally, as a Fire without burning, 
arof its aQtivity, a thing com. 
buſtible which was ſegn in the Furnice of Babylon i 
Dan. 3. cap. And a Stone, by the ſttroke of a fl 
Rod to yield a Fountain of Water, Exod: 17. 7118 | 
v. 6. is as ſurpriſing as Water it felf without Hu. 
midity. | 1 
Let Catholicks then 'mark well this, that Tray-. 


that CHRIST's Body is in two parts extenfſiy. . 
ly , or with the extenſion of its parts. 
Our Adverſary objefts, that all Miracles muſt be 
vilible , but in the, Excharift the Subſtance into 
which the Bread is changed is not viſible?, then 
there is no fuch Miraculous change in the Eucha-+: 
rift, aL. & 
Anſwer, I deny the Major propoſition , forto 
whom was viſible the Conception and. Birth of 


viſible the Creation of the World ? What Man | 
ſaw the Nothing out of which all was made, and - 
upon that account was moyed te ſay, the Being of * 
the. World was a Miracle ? ; 


-—z 


+ Let him know then that God has made two ſorts _ 


of Miracles, the one of neceſſity Viſible , becauſe 4 
they, arc -motiyes to us of Credibility, or to moye 


as to- believe, Such were the Miracles by which 


+ CHRIST proved his Divinity ; Moſes, that he was 

© ſent by God ; ſuch were and are the Miracles by 

_,- which the R. Catholick Charch proves that ſhe is 
the true Church of CHRIST. | 


Gther Miracles God has made, which are meer 
Objces of Faith, and matters to us of ſubmiting - 
our 


f 
os. 
A. 
«a Voie 'F 


_(v) 


1. Four underſtandings to his Word, as our will to his 
"Ecomand, Theſe matters on one ſide muſt not 
'be Viſible, for what ſubmiſſion is there of my un-, - - 
Þ& derſtanding to aflent to what 1 ſce; on the other- 
fide, they muſt be ftrange and above Nature, to, 
give worthily to my Faith the Name of a Soveraign 
| @ and pure Submiſſion , ſuch as is due to the vera- 
iT city of God. Of this Natufe are the Myſteries of 
- the Incarnation in CHRIST , and Trquſubſtaueati- 
F or in the Euchariſt, os 
S He ends his Battery againſt Travſubſtention inthe 
 Exchariſt with this Argument , theſe Words, Th 
i my Body, &e. are not a true and real Teſta- 
ment ; ( for he ſayes not, TI leave you my Body, 
- which is the uſual manner of uttering our ſelvesin 
& Tcftaments) therefore they may be taken in a Fi- 
F vuative ſenſe. | , ; 
F. Anſwer, Firft, CHRIST calls hislaft Supper 
- | the New Teſtament , ſhall 1 believe him, or our. 
Adverſary? ( Thy Cup the New Teſtament in my 
: Blood, which ſhall be poured out foy you and for 


F 


| many Bills not the Teſtament of any other, "then 
:'tis Chriſt's Legacy to his Apoſtles and others of the 
& Faithfy), |: 
Secondly, No Teftator eyer made his Teſtament 
*$* more clearly and expreſly. Other Teſtators ordi- 
narily make their Teſtament only by Words ; 
CHRIST by Words and deed. By deed , in as 
much as being to depart,. be gaye them with his 
Own hands : By Word, ſaying, Take eas this is 
my Body : When they took, did not he'give ? 
1 And to give to them ,. and give it to be.given 'to 
others, is not that the ſame: as to leave? ' When... 7 
« Souldier dying in the Camp, gives his Swordte g 
his Gompanion , is not that as much as toſay, I _ 2 
leaye it you 2 ' St. Auguſtin ſages in the Ola Fe _Þ 
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(34). 
ſtament the New lyes hidden; and in the New the | 
Old lyes open. Was not then the O1d Teftament. 
a true Teſtament and a Figure of the New , ( the 

| Law having « ſhadew of good things to come, Heb. | 
30. V. 1. ) and is the Figure more a true Teſta. 
ment , then the Teftament figured? _ 
# After 1 have anſwered the difficultics-our Adyer- iſ 
verſary finds in Tranſubſiantien, 1 would willing. iſ 
ly ask bim ſome Queſtions about their Tenet is 
the ſame matter. | 

Firſt, if the Symbols of the Body and Blood of | 
Chriſt be but Bread and Wine, and at the moſt, : 
have nothing more than the Miniſters Bleſſing above 

. Common Bread and Wine, is it not as much Su- 

_ perſtition , to give them that reſpe& they receive 
from Proteſtants, as it isin usto reſpe& Agnus Dei's | 
and Holy-Water? | 

_ Secondly, They can't increaſe or improve in the 
Juſtice they are ſuppoſed to have applyed to them- 

| ſelves before , by believing that all thcir Sins are 
forgiven by the Merits of Chriſt , what is then the 

_ effect of their Communion? _ _. 

Thirdly , Since according to Proteſtants the Body - 
of CHRIST. cannot be Eaten but by Faith, and 
again ; ſince this Faith muſt be not a Faith of Mi- | 
cacles, nor an Hiſtorical Faith , but a ſaving Faith, 

+ Or a fiducie,, a confidence tiat their Sins are for- 

oven them by the Merits of CHRIST. 

I infer , then they cannot Eat the Body of Chrift 
 unworthily, ſor by Eating CAR.I1ST's Body with 

a ſaving Faith I ſayc my ſelf, by Eating it unwor- 

thily I damn my ſelf; but I can't ſave and damn 

* my ſelf both at, once, chen I can't Eatthe Body of 

CHRIST unworthily. But thiscontradifts St. Paul 

]. Cop. 1x, cap. 0.27%, © * = 

.. If you ay with Dr. Taylor, that Chrif?'s Ioue 
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ie | Body is there, wiz} in the Sacrament veally , bur 
a yet A the reallity and verity of his Bod cannot. 
' | be there, ſince Proteſtants belicye that G riſe does 


- Þ not come from Heayen to the Sacrament. hn 
| Ts not this to ſhut up a Chymera between theſe 


two Words, He's there , as a nothing between 
two Dilhes, 


w » 
» 


CHAP. VI. 


Of the R. Catholicks Divine 
Worſhip. | 


SECT. I. 


J Roman Catholicks do not agree with 
Heathens in their Veneration 
and uſe of Images. 


kT 


h 
- 


is 


| Ur Divine Worſhip , ſayes our Adyerfarys 
| is not unlike that .of-the Antient HeatheNs, + 
.'we adore God in Pi&tures, as he was a= *- 

- Qdor'd by Heathens in the Sun , we Worlhip thoſe 

Images 5 LOO gOE of that Inyiſible and S0- 
Anſwer. hat t/* may make Catholicks Idola-- 
ters, he makes Id6iaters Worſhipers of the uo 
God, For if they adore God in Creatures ,  th&y. | 
had then the Faith. of. 5 true God , and all their - 
Worſhip and Religion-was dire&ed as to 1ts lat | 
End, to the true man” ch. ' ©, iff ita 


Land 
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Wherefore then are they ſaid by St. Paul, 1 for. MW 
_ Jo; cap. v. 20, to have Sacrificed to Devils and WM 
mort to Cod, All the Cods of the Gentils are De.-; 
veils ſayes. David Pſalm 95. then thoſe to whom 
they,directed their Worſhip was not God , then. 
they and Romaniſls do not agree in their Religious 
Worſhip. ” "8 
He ſayes again , that relative Worſhip was ſevere.” 
ly puniſh'd in the 1/raelites. For he can't injagine * 
they adored the Calf as a true God, unleſs we ſup. 5 
poſe them as. void of Reaſon as the Calt i: ſelf, .# 
Anſwer. They believed the Calf to be a God, * 
able to. bring them out of Egypt, if we may be- | 
lieve the Scripture, Exed. 32. Theſe are thy Gods ** 
Iſrael , who have brought thee out of the Land of * 
Egypt.” And (1 of the Kings according to Prote- 
fants) cap. 12. v. 28. Jeroboam made two Golden 
Calves and ſaid to them, go up no more to Jeruſa- ** 
lem, behold thy Gods Ifrael. Tho our Adyerſary |} 
can't imagin thiss Who could haye imagin'd that 
thoſe great Philoſophers of whom St. P«ul ſpeaks, 3 
1 Romans v, 23, to whom God had given great © 
' Lights, by which they came to the knowledge of ' 
- him, ſhould have chang'd the Glory of an incor- 
ruptible.God into the Adoration of Men, Birds, 
Jaur-footed Beaſts and Serpents? ( Does not St. 
_ Paul ſpeak plain here? ) I grant then they were * 
as yoid of Reaſon in that, asthe Calf they Ador'd. 
What is a Man left by God? 
But what was the Reaſon of this their fall from 
 Reafon?- Hear it from the ſame Apoſtle v. 21. having 
known God ; they did not Glorific him as God, 
. nor thanked him for ſo greata benefir, but prouc- | 
ty yanilt'd in their thoughts ,., for which il! bcha- 
_ ior and ingratitude ., how did he puniſh them? 
By a with-drawing of his Light ; odſcurarameſt inſt 
OS © piens 
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cor eornm, and as a Manin the dark runs 


þ+ 
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4 his Head againſt a Wall, they wanting the Light 
of Grace ; un themſelves into the ſhameful paſ- 
\ W fions of corrupted Nature , exchanged Truth with 
MW. Lies, and gave the Honour they owed to God , 
WW to a Creature. 


"  Mindfull of this, wonder no more that a Man 


% 


Fiwho leaves God , may become as void of Reaſon 
as 2 Calf. To return then to eur Fooliſh Tſraelits 
"MW was that way of ſpeaking , theſe are thy Gods, in 
WF; the plural number , a repreſentation of one God in 
Wy one Efſence and Nature ? SS | 
From the Golden Calf let us cometo our Inages, 
MW they are called the Books of Ignorants, butin our 
 W Adverfaries Judgement , ought rather to be term'd 
$ thc Books of Ignorance, becauſe they arc-the oc- 
MY; cation of many Errors, ſayes he. For Example , 
"W the Pifture of an Old Man, repreſenting God the 
of Fatt:r, a Dove, the Holy Gheft', are aptto make 
"F ide lenvrant Crt believe they have indeed. fome 
BM fuck ſhape. y, 
\.- Anſwer, VVe muſt then blot out of the Holy 
- Scripture all rheſe expreſſions and ways of *ſpeak- 
1ng , by which God is ſaid-to Heare ,'to Sce , 
to repent Gen? £,6; V. 6, Leſt: the Igno- 
rant People think that God has Ears and-Eyes and 
ſorrow in his Hart as we have, Now refle& that 
k theſe Piltures are not repreſentatives of God the - 
'F* Father or of the Holy Ghoſt immediat!y , but of 
an old M2n and a Dove which are the Symbols of_ 
God the Father, and the Holy Ghoſt ;in as 
much as they in ſotne ſort repreſent ta us the de- 
tinRive perfettions of thoſe Divine Perſons LAS - 
the old Man is the Principle of his fon , and;,z4t. 
mutualy principal'd by him ; ſo God'the Fathe «3. 2 
the principle of God the Son and God the How: uw 


| (8) 

Ghoſt and is not principal'd by them. 
\ , Alfo the puritic and fecundity ofthe Doye makes 
.us more ſenſible of the Sanftity we are ſaid to re: - 
ccaye particularly from the Holy Ghofd as .a foun. 
tain of purity ; and of the fecundity of his grace 
brought forth in us. The occaſion then of Decep- 
tion , if there be any , is not in the Images, but - 
| in the things Immediatly repreſented by 
Them. 28 | 

I hope the Zeal of our Antagoniſt will not be {6 
blind on this account, as to ſtudy the Extirpation 
of Doyes , and ridding the World of old Men : 
{ince jt is not to be thought that Chriſtians are ca- 
fily to be found. of fo groſs an imagination , as 
to think that the Nature or Eſſence of God, or the 
Holy Ghoft can be Painted out to our Eyes , al- 
tho" they may be Painted in that Figure it pleaſed 
them to appear, as God appeared to Daniel with 
the Hairs of his Head as pure Wool , Damel' 7, 
#, 9. And the Holy Ghoſt in Form of a Doye, 


Luke 3, v. 22, : 


SECT. 1I. 


The Proteſtants do not Adore God 
in Spirit and Truth , nor the 
_ R. Catholick 7he Croff 
a5 GOD. 
A Ltho' cur Adyerfary think it undeniable , that 
A Proteſients Adore more than R. Catholicks in 


Spirit and Truth , becauſe they Adore God hows 
| jat> 


B fc 1 thiok , 1 reaſonably deny both parts of his 


S. know that in Spirit they Adorchim ?. Herequires 


_  Spinit Adore him ? 


 U.17, Who will not hear the Chnrch let him be. 10 
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diatly, ſayeshe, without having recourſe to Images: 


propoſition ; the irſt, becauſe as a Proteſtant , to 
make me belicye that he has Faith, muſt prove it 
by his Works, according to St. James 2. iQ. 
' {o to perſwade me that he Adores God in Spirit , 
* he muſt manifeſt it to me by his outward reſpeQt 
| to him, Shall I fay, that Mans Heart Adores God 
whoſe Hand does not do his duty to him ? Pro- 
| teſants do. not give to God the chief Adoration , 
which is duc to him, as he is above all Creatures, 
l mean a proper Sacrifice , which was ever eſteem. 
& by all, and is the great A& of Religion ,, ane 
bow ſhall 1 believe that their Spirit Adores him ? 
Selt-denyals and Mortifications of the Fleſh, in- 
ſtiuted and praQtiſed by the: Antient Church out of 
a reſpe to God they retrench , and how ſhall I 


as an Homage from Men to keep his Commands , 
: ſaying , my Yoke is edſte and my Burden is light, 
and Proteſiants tell him flatly ; they. can't do it. 
« I this to ſubmit their Judgment to his, and foin 


| Neither do thiey Adore hinv in Truth. Who 
knew-which way God was to be truly Ador'd, or: 
according to his will before he reveal'd it? Now that 
be has reyeal'd it in the Holy Scriptures, and ad- 
reſt us to the Church , for the underſtanding ob, 
| this way. of Adoring in theſe Words, Matth. 18. 


the, &c. Since Proteſtants will not hear Her, ſhall. 

1 fay that doing contray to his Command , they Ho- 

nour him truly or-in Truth Adore him ? When Sazl. 

| fent to deftiroy Hmalek ſpared the beſt ofthe ſpoil,. 
I Sam. 15. { ashe excus'd himſelf to Samnel )- to Sa. | 

Cifice to God;, didhe inthat truly. Adore Gol? No. = 
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but his own will tranſgreſiing the Command of 
God; fo Proteſtants taking a way of thicir own, to' 
ſerve Cod contrary to his Command, in his Holy 
Word they do not truly ſferye him, nor in Truth 
| Adore him, | I 
When our Adverſary condemns 'our ſerving of 
God by the help of Images , he condemns himſelf. 
For he can't Adore God without thinking of him; * 
this thought a good will cheiiſhes; drives away 0- 
thers which hinder or weaken it, ſtrives to con- 
ſerve it, and beggs of God to continue it, and fo 
ſhows by all this a great reſpe& for it: And why 
ſo much reſpe& forit? Becauſe it helps the will to 
.moye more frequently and attentively to GOD. : 
And at laſt this good thought is found to be an1- : 
mage, for it is an AC of the underſtanding, and 
every Act of the underſtanding is a repreſentation 
of its Obje&t, and this repreſentation is an In 'ge 
preſuppoling another Image more material in tie 
Imagination. | ok ql 
And this ſame, is all the uſe Romaniſis make of *þ 
Images. TO ILLY 
O, but you Adore, ſayes he, confefledly the 
Croſs, cultu lairie, with that Soveraign cult be- 
longing to God only, and what can we inftance is. 
deſence of our Innocency ? | 
Anſwer, This afſertion isfalle, I inſtance Firſt,q * 
the ſecond Council of Nice-, 4&.7.: Where it ſaics 
that Pitures are to be: Worſhiped , but not w:th 
the cult of Latry which is the Worſhip we giveto 
God.. And ſpeaking particularly of the Croſs, faics, 
our Adoration of it isonly a Salutation 4ſpa/mos, 
and bringsa number of Examples of it,as Tacob is faid 
to have Ador'd Efay, Cen.33. v.3. And Abraham | 
the Sons of Heth , for the Field he received from. *Þ 
them, for'the Burying place of Sars. his YR. F 
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"t.nce ſecondly., for our Innocenicy of this 
agg” Council of Trents Words. Seſ.25. de . 


Crime ; 
Trans Vener. reliquiarum S. S. Sa. Imag. mundat 


Sanfta Synod , KC. Imagines Chriſti, Deipare 
 Virginis , & aliorum SanForum in Templis preſer- 
"1 babendas & retinendas eiſque debitum honorem. 
' & venerationem impertiendam ; non qu0d credatur 
" 'ÞÞ- Trefle alique in iis divimitas, vel virtus propter quam 
fnt colende , vel quod ab eis ſit aliquid, petendum: 
7el quod fiducia in Imaginibus fit figenda , vel uts 
aim fiebat a gentibus que in 1dolis ſpem ſuam col. 
locabant , ſed quoniam honos qui eis exhibetur ve- 
F< /rtur ad prozotypa que ill repreſentant. Ita ut 
i 'per Imagines quads oſculamur & coram quibus caput 
NY. 1herimus & procumbimus , Chriſtum adoremus, & 
B ſerffos quorum ille ſtlmitudinem gerunt , venere. 
| mw. 1d qued Niceni Synod? Decretts, { Can. 2. 
#* 468. 3,4.) contre. Imaginum oppugnatores eſt ſanci- 
F im, That is, | 
The Holy Synod, &c. commands the Piltures of 
$4? Thrift, of the Virgin Mother of GOD, and other 
Saints, to behad and retained ,” eſpecially in Church- 
' &s, and that one give to them the due reſpeft and 
Tenerdtion; not that we believe thai there is any 
Divinity er Fertye in them, for which they areto be 
Honour'd , -or that we ought to ask any thing of them, 
© Fey tha; we ought to put our iruſt in Piltures,, asthe 
F. Gentiles did, who plac'd their hope in Tdo's ;. but 
s becauſe the Honour which is given 40 them, is di- 4 
| refled to the Originals , which they repreſent: So «| 
| that by Images which we kiſs, and afore whichwe 
take of our Hits and bow down , we Adore Ghrift 
and Worſhip the Saints , whoſe likeneſs they repre- 
" ſent to us, And this is yatified by the Decrees of the 
_ Councsl of Nice, ( Can. 2. Att 3,4. ) From NARS 
' Worſhip he comesto that of the Conlecrated Holt, 
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Matter of Baptiſm and how hard it is for a 


- by their poſitive cult and Honouring of the Saint , 
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and ſajes thisis more intolerable, becauſe the Prief 
may forget the intention of Conſecrating , or de- 
fignedly will not to Confecrate it. 
Anſwer.. Of this Intention 1 ſpoke enough in the 
Friel not 
to havea virtual one, ſuch as 1 explained there, | 
and which ſuffices.” | ; 
But if you ſuppoſe him to: omit it maliciouſly , 
there will not befor that danger of Idolatty ; forall 
been, and Adoration piven to the Hoſt, altho' . 
explicitly and formally, it be abſolute, yet virtually 
and implicitly it inyolvesthis condition: 1/ it be Cou- 
fecrated: So it it be not conſecrated my adoration "PV 
docth not fix onit but 'goesto him whom 1 intend. 
ed to adore, not to what I ſee, to wit, the ſpecies* Þ 
of Bread, and thus ther's no Idolatry commic- 
ed. | 
Becauſe it fals out often that he is thought the 
Father of a Child who really is not , did our Ad- 
verſary doubt to refpe& him who was his Father 2 
No more. Reaſon haye Catholicks to doubt tg 
yield to the Holy Þpfoſt a Soycraign Worſhip. © * 
For the reliques of Saints, becauſe we meet with -; 
many we know not whither they be authentick os 4» 
not., our reſpe&to them always inyolves in it this ,, 
Tatit condition: ( of which above ): if.it be the true - + 
relique of ſuch a-Saint. | 2 
As to that he ſayes 'tis not of Faith that the Sou! ' J 
of ſuch a Saint, for example, of St. Francis of ©} 
Aſſeſs is in Heaven; 1 deny it, becauſe, altho' 
the Pope be not Infallible in his canonizing { asſfome 
Roman Catho'icks hold ) yet when his Decree is 
receiv'd by the acceptation of the whole Church, *' # 


) 


its cquiyalem. to the Decree of-a General Coun- . 
ell: Dio Di dn A ITIIT 2 


: vECF, , 
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: Imyeation of the Bleſſed Virgm 
Mary dves not with draw us 
' from God, nor diſhonour. 
CHRIST. 


Ur Dodtrine , ſayes, our Adverfary, relgiing 
to the Mediation of the Virgin Mary an 
.F other Saints, with-draws us from. rendring 
2 Chriſt 'due Honour and Glory , &c. .: 
' Anſwer, © He does not remark the. difference: 
{& which is between Interceſſion and Impetrations . 
\'Þ lnterceſſion preſuppoſes always a requeſt or de- 
lire, whieh is 4 Prayer , made to be preſented by 
F the Interceſſion to God , { or to him from whom 
þ.-wec intend to obtain a Favour ,) to whom the ad- 
'{. dreſs is made for the Client 'or Petitioner by the 
f ierceſlor, Impetration not always, fora Favour 
F, May be obtained fromy the King for me, on which 
þ: E did not fo much as Dream. Thus you ſee our 
! Invocation of Saints as Interceſſors, docsnot with- 
a fra us from God, becauſe it preſuppoſes the re- 
queſt made to be preſented by them to God, 
| - Nay, nor from due Honour ro Chriſt, ſince in 
. 4] our Prayers in whichthe Church has her recourſe. 
; .to Saints, in. the Maſs or Breviary , after we have... 
begun our Prayer þy Ged , ſaying ,,0 God, &c. _ 
' we always end per Dominum noſtrum Teſum ,  &C. 
* »deficing that whatſomeyer we Pray forte be given 
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us from God by the Interceſſion of Saints, come 


_ to us through-the Merits of Jeſus. 


So we only Pray themthat they Pray, that what 
we demand may be giyen us through the Merits of 
Corift, And this way is ſo far from Diſhonouring 
Chrift , that ic Honours him. more as he ſignificd 
of the Centurion, who thinking himſclf unyorthy 
to approach Chiiſt , immediatly made his approach 
firft by kis Friends whom he imagin'd more in Fax 
your with Chriſt, Lauke7. v. 3. and 6. And Chiift 
praiſed him, Matth. 8. v. 10, For this Humility 
proceeding from the Faith he bad of the Grandcur 
of his Perſon. 

And if God had alwayes demanded our imme- ' 
diate recourfe to himſelt, he would not have ſent 
Eliphe; to Iob, Tob 42, v.8. ſaying, Go t0 my 
Servant Job, and my Servant Job will Pray for 


you , for him will I accept. Here you ſee, vs 7. 


that God would not hear Eliphay who had offend- 


_ ed him, Are you, who recjec the recourſe to Saints | 


more Innocent afore God then Eliphay was? Lay 
your Hand to your Heart : But why did God ſend 
Eliphaz to 106? Becauſe 10b had Honoured him, 


-and God fays, 1 Sam. 2. cap. v.30. whowill have 


Honoured me, IT will Honour him. £4 
- Now for our Invoking the Name of Mary, is it | 


| lefs Holy then that of David > And yet did not 


Solomon Pray thus , for thy Servant David's ſake 
turn Hot eway the Face of thy :Ynointed , Tjaim. - 
132. v.10? As if he had Pray'd God thus, © Lord 
who haſt ſaid, Exod.-20. v.s. 1 em the Lord th) 
God, a Zealous God, wiſtting the Tuiquity of t-t 
Fathers upon the Children into the third and fourib 
Generation of them that hate me. Thou haſt alſo 
ſaid vers 6. ſhowing Mercies unte thouſands of them | 


that love and keep my Commandments. Thou tnen | 


WHO 
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gho haſt, mercy on Children for the Saindtity of 

heir Parents, baye mercy on me for my Fathers 
ke, my —_ « 

; What-mean't Tacob Gen. 48 v. 14. when he bid 

'Þ tis Namc be call'd-upon the Sons of Toſepth , but 
that he expeRted God ſhould do them good upon 
that call for his ſake ? 

And what mean't Moſes praying for the whole 
People Exed. 32 v. 11, When he beſought God to 
remember Abraham , Iſaac , &c ? And was not 
God pacifed there-with ? v. 14. 

Note, in the old Teſtament they did not fay as 
we do now to Saints pray for us, becauſe the Fa. 
thers were not yet in Heaven nor ſaw Cod. The 
way intothe Holicſt ofall was not yet made mani- 
feſt while as the firſt Tabernadle was yer ſtabding 

| Heb. 9g v, 8. 

I ayow then we mind indeed fick People invock 
Jeſus and Marry together., but in a different way 
- to faye .thery, and Mary to Pray him for 

em, | | 

If ſome ſimple People rely more on what- the 
do then on what Chriſt did for them , 'tis not the 
Churches fault , tho' it may be the fault of ſome 

—_ Paſtor negle&ing the InftruRion of his 


WW 8 


THar vm :| 
Of our Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline: 


S$ZCT 1 


Proteſtants /zve im Spiritual Sit 
very not Catholicks. The De- 
cree of Innocent the third, m 

the third Cap. of the Gene- 
ral Council of Lateran is 
not a Decree of 
Faith 


O his ſaying the R,Charch impoſes beſides 

the written Law ſo many Obligations on 

> her Subjects, that Popery is juſtly call'd a 
meer Slayery. 

I Anſwer. She impoſes none not contained in 
the Law ef God, explicitly or [mplicitly. Since 
God has bid Biſhops ( or the Teaching Church ) | 
Goyern the Church , viz. the dire&ed Church and 
Commanded us to hear Her, or them, 'tis no more 
Slavery te us to Obey Her in Spiritual matters, - 

_ then for the Subjets of a Kingdom to Obey in 
Civil matters, the Commands of a Vice-Roy , or 
a Commiſſioner, 

The Proteſtants indeed liye in a Spiritual fJayery | 
according to their Principles, becauſe when they have 
"a Grace, 
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Grace; they are neceſſitated by it , and whew' 

WM wantit, they are neceſlitared by their concupiſcences 

and ſo are eyer without Liberty in'-Sla«. 
yet}. 

7 he buſineſs our Adverſary drives at in this Ob: 
jetion, is this, that the Churcb"incroaches upon 
the Temporal Dominions of Princes by depoling 
Kings, _—_ their Subjes from their Allegiance 
w them , and giving their Lands to ſuch as can 
Conquer them. As may be ſecn in the third Chap. 
of the fourth General Lateran Council , under 1n- 
nocent the Third, | 
Anſwer, Let our Adverſary Read that Decree 
with the Eyes of a Divine , andhe'l find that , that 
Decree is not of Faith, and therefore does not g- 

blidge us to believe it; | | 

The Decrees of Faith in that Council being ga- 
 thered into the firſt Chap. Intituled , de Fide Ca- 
tholica, The Tenets of the Catholick Faith. Let 
- him then learn to diſtinguiſh another time a De- 
| cree of Faith from a Decree of Precept. The firſt 
obiidges always and eyery where , the other not al- 
ways nor every where , but may be chang'd the 
circumſtances changing : As I ſaid whenI told how, | 
a General Council may be mended. | 
And this I ſhow in this preſent Precept of the 

(| fourth Council of Later«n under Innocent the Third 

Row ceaſing : For are R. Catholicks in France, ' 

Germany , England, Scotlaud , &c. admoniſh'd to 

take that Oath of Ridding their Lands of Hereticks? 

Or are they thought by the R. Church not good 

Catholicks, becauſe they do not do it? : 
| Then you ſce this Oath may be omitted with a | 

fake Conſcience , and Princes be without fear of 

having their Subjedts free from their Obedience. 
Moreoyer, I fay that under the' general notion __» 
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of Potentats, Sovyeraigns are not comprehended , 
no more then Abbots under the General Name of 
Monks, tho' teally they are Monks. | 

In fine, if you will not be ſatisfied with theſe ſo. 


lid ſolutions, remember that the Embaſſadours of - 


| Kings were preſent at the Council, ſo that if they- 
knew 'twas mean'd alſo of their Maſters , andthey 


did not mm the Decree afore it was paſſed v0. 
t Injuria , no Injury is done to himwho | 


lenti nou 
is willing. 


This Decree I know is a common place for Pro- 
zeſtants, not conſidering that they hit themſclyes on | 
the Heel when they bring it againſt us, giving us Þþ. 
.an occaſion to refle&t , not by a miſtake, but with .Þ 
Truth upon them , {ſince the chief Principle ſup- Þ} 
poſed by the firſt Beginers of their Reformation *| 


was, that it was Lawful not only to refuſe all O- 
bedience, but to take Arms againſt their own Na- 


turai Soveraign , for the Reformation of Religion. 


If they deny this Principle, as never ſuppoſed by. *| 


their Predeceflors ,, then they muſt gravt that the 


firſt Broachers and: Abetrors of their Reformation -} 


were all Traytors and Rebels, ſince they begun it 
by Sedition and Rebellion againſt their Lawſul So- 
veraigns in Germany, France, Geneva , Holland , 
_ and- Scotland, 

What was the great ground of the Bloody Scots 


Covenant ? | Haye we net ſeen of late a number J. 


of Clowns and Crafts-Men by theiv- private Inter- 


pretation of the Bible, free themſelves from all due . 
Obedience to their King, and-in their Conventicles,, 


endeavour to take from him all Reyal Power by 
tacir ſeditious Sermons and Declarations» as In 
thoſe who were publiſhed at Sanchir and Rovglin? 
Many of which remain ſo obſtinate in their ridicu- 
lous perſwaſions, that they will rather Dye , then 
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oive any acknowledgment of ſubmiſſion to a moſt 
Gracious and Loving Prince, 
You'l ſay , they are. not true Proteſtants. 
Anſwer, 1 pray in what Fundamentals do they 
. differ from you? _ bo 
- What a Childiſh Diſcourſe is this which follows, 
* when he ſays that the Rowi/h Church torbids Her 
' Followers the uſe of their Rational faculty to find 
- out the true Church, | 
Why then does She propoſe to our Rational Fa- 
Y culty to move it to Aﬀent, or to be confirmed 
& in that w*- have Afſented to , marks out of Scrip-- 
. ture of Her being the true Church ? Telling us 
firſt, that we ſee in Her, as was foretold, Ephep. 
4. A perpetnal and viſible Succeſſion of Paſtors, 
fince the Apoſtles time, 1s it credible, that God 
by a fpecial Providence, notwithſtanding ſo many 
Perfecutions , weuld have Conſery'd that perpetual 
Succeſlion of Paſtors, to teach Superſtition and 1- 
F. dolatry?: . And not Confery'd a Succeſſion of Pa- 
| ftors among Preteflants to teach the true Religion? _ 
As we then bave the ſame Spiritual Power eyef 
Deſcending , . and continyed from the Apoſtles time, 
ſo have we alſo with it the ſame True and Apoſto- 
| lical DoQtine, Defcending from Father to Son ,. 
\ fince the Apoſtles time to us. | | 
Secondly, That there is no Doftrine or Faith now 
Preach'd to all Nations according to the Command 
of Chiift, Math. 28. v. 19. given to his Apoſtles, 
but that of the Roman Church. DE 
Its altogether amazing, if the Prozeſ/ant Do@rine 
be true and Evangelical Docrine, that GOD- ha 
q Vever ſtirred up any of the Proteſtan: Preachers.40” 
£0 with an Apoſtolical 'Spirit through Poverty'3” 
Aftliftions , Perſecutions, ec. as the Apoſtles did: 4 
to infiruQt many Barbarous Nations in Africa, 
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(4, Americe, but makes uſe only, to give the 
knowledge of his Holy Name to them , of 1doha. 
ters and Superſtitious Romaniſts, the true Preach. 
= ſtaying at Kome with their Wives and Chil- 
ren. | 
Thirdly, That moreover this Faith and Doftrine, 
altho fo Univerſal, yetal] the Believers thereof have 
ſuch an Unity and Agreement among themſelycsin 
- matters of Faith. and ſuch a ſubordination to the _ 
viſible Head of the Church, that they make, as 
Chrift ſaid of his Sheep, Tohn 10. wv. 16. one Flock 
and one viſible Paftor , they both receiving all Spi- 
ritual Light, Grace, and Direion , from their in- 
viſible Head and Paſtor Teſus Chriſt, | 

Fourthly , That the Dodtrine- of the R. Church, 
teads evidently to a SanQtity of Life, and Worſhip 
of Gad Almighty, by a Sacramental Confeſſion of 
Sins, Faſting , Praying , Self-denya} , Mortificati- 
| ons of the Fleſh, Good Works, keeping GODS | 
Commandements, by Vows , the Holy Sacrifice of 
the Maſs, and many Ceremonies , by which ofit- 
_ ſhow we make appear our inward reſpeAt to 
. God. 

From hence it comes that in all Ages among the 
Bclicyers of the R. Church , there has appeared pub- 
| lickly and viſibly, to whole Nations Men of ſuch 
SanRity of Life with the Gifts of Miracles, that af- 
ter. their deceaſe,” their Lives and Miracles done both 
aforc and after their Death , having been firſt ſe- 
verely examin'd and diſcus'd, and then approv'd, 
they were after this Examination declared Saints, 
and as ſuch, are for the preſent Honour d by the 
whole Cathelick Church, If you ſay, what isſaid 
oF thoſe Saints and their Miracles, is but Fabu- 
ous. , Eu, 
Then I ask you, if..a Tew would fay the ſame 

BY to 


, | 5 -——_ 


to you of our Saviours Miracles. How would pr 
' convince him? For as he denyes the. Divinity © 
CHRIST, fo he denyes alſo\ the New Teſtament 
{© be the Word of God, Laying then aſide Di» 
vine Revelation , had Men at that time more Hu- 
mane Authority to believe CHRIST'S Miracles, 
then we have now to believe the wrt Mira- 
Ces of our Saints? From all 1 baye ſaid , I in-. 
fer. | 
Fiſt, If the R. Church , notwithſtanding all 
theſe marks be not the true Church of CHRIST, 
he has no true Viſible Church upon . Earth , ſince 
there cannot be more clear and Viſible Marks of 
the trae Church , then theſe 1 have brought. 
Secondly , 1 infer that if the 1ews (ceing ſome 
Prophet's Santity of Lite and Miracles , were moſt 
reaſonably perſwaded, and convinc'd , that GOD: 
- direted them by his Spirit , and ſpoke by their 
| Mouths to others :: We muſt of neceſlity believe” 
that the Roman Church is dire&ed by the Spirit of 
_ GOD, and that He ſpeaks by Her to us: Since 
whatſomever motif you'l find for that perſwaſion 
in a ſingle Prophet, you will find it in an higher 
Degree in the whole Body of the Church. 
| Now to make uſe of our rational faculty in or- 
| der to fee if you have any appearance of a Church 
among you , 'tis yot exough for you to fay that 


the Proteſtant Church has the true Worſhip of God. 
You muſt bring fach proofs as I have brought for 
the R. Church to prove it. This you have never 
done nor will ever do. | | | 

But to come migher to you, I ask by what mo- 


s E 


tive yon can perſwade me that Luther and Calvin 
your firſt Reformers were moy'd and directed by the 
| Spirit of God in all their oppoſitions to tae Roman 
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Can it be imagined that God would haye taken 


from a whole vifible Ghurch which had thoſe marks 
I ſpoke of , the true ſenſe and meaning of the 
word , and giyen it to Mcn who leaving the Altar 


and their Vow of Chaſtity proſtituted themiſelyes 


becoming the flayes of a ſhamful and Sacrilegious | 


Paſſion ? 
As to that our Adyerſary ſaiesthe Roman Church 


Impoſes many weighty burdens on her Children 


beyond what God Commands , he is mightily de- 
_ ceFy'd ; for God commanding us to Worſhip and 


obey hins, he Commands us implicitly to make uſe of 


the means moſt conyenient to perform theſe two }| 


duties. 

Now the Church by her Commands does alſo but 
fhow us the fitteſt means to perform the perfe& 
obſeryation of Gods explicit Command, and oblidg- 
& ns to wake uſe of them; and conſequently pro- 
_ perly ſpeaking there, is no new burden impos'd upon 

us. | 


SECT. 
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Faint Pauls ſaying, whatſomever is __ 
Sold in the Shambles, Wc.. 1 
Cor. 10. V. 24. 2.5. 2-7- Makes 
nothing againſt our abl(t1- 
ence from Fleſh upon 
forbidden dayes. 


(J* oreat Defender of the rights and dues of 


—_—_ 


the ſenſes, having told us in the Euchariſt 
what the ſight claims to ; now he will not 
haye the Taſte depriy'd of its ſatisfaftion. 

Telling us Pag. 107. 'twas A liberty and priviledge 
of the primitive Church , as St. Paul witneſſes to 
the-Corinthians; 1 Cor. 10. that whatſoever is Sold 

| Inthe Shambleſs, &c. we. may Eat. | 

Anſwer, St. Paul 1 Cor. 10. Having terrified 
the Chriſtians from Eating with the Gentils in their 

| Solemnitiesa part of what was offer's to the Idol 
ſj becauſe by this Eating they ſeem'd to approye the 
Oblation of that Fleſh made to the Devil; hetold. 
them nevertheleſs that they ſhould not be ſcrupulous 
| to Buy what they found in the Shambles ,, nor to 

Eat what was ſet down before them to Eat at 

Common Tables out of thoſe Solemnities, altho* 
perchance thoſe Meats had been offcr'd to 1dols, 
; "viz, becauſe they being Ignorant of it, did not give 
* occaſion to think they approy'd that Oblation to 
the 1dol ,'in which onely the Sih was : But if , 
it fell out that ons ſhould tell. them that ay" it 
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Meat had been offerd to the Idol , then he fork; 
them to Eat of it v, 28. for ſcar of ſcandalizino 
that Perſon. : 

Is not here ſomething refuſed to Eat altho! it be 
ſet down afore me to be Eaten , and altho' the 
thing be good in it ſelf ond belonging to God ? 
Was not the forbidden fruit good in it ſelf , and-. 
yet was it Lawfinl for /dam to Ear it then with 
Thanks-giving when God had farbidlen it > no 
more is it Lawtul to us to Eat Fleſh whichis good 
in it ſelf on Faſttng dayes , becauſe it is then for- 
bidden by the Church of God which God will have 
us hear as himſelf Luke 10. v. 16, Whe hears you 
hears me. Has not the Church of England taken 
away that priveledge too , when ſhe commandsto 
abſtain from Fleſh in Lent , or at leaſt from Ea- 
ting a ſull Mea] till after noon or towards the E- 
yening on their dayes of Humiliation ? 

When there is no Danger then of offending God 
neither by my approbation of an offering to the De- 
vil, or Scandalizing my Neighbour, - St. Paul fayes1 
may Eat Fleſh tho' offer'd.to the Devil. 

From that antecedcnt is this a good Inference ,. 
then, when I know I offend God by Tranſgrefling 
the Command of his Church , and by Scandal of 
my Neighbour, 1 may Eat Fleſh, becauſe it is 990d 
in it ſelt , and at another time may be Eaten with 
Thanks-giving ? 

St. Paul then bids Chriſtians not to ſcruple to buy 
or Eat Meat uron a fear that , it may be , 'twas 
offer'd to Idols-; becauſe that reaſon did not make 
it unlawful to Eat , ſo I was not told of it. But 
he bids not Eat it if it be unlawful upon an other 
accompt , viF. becauſe forbidden on certain dayes' 

Sy theChurch. _ 
| Now to ſhow how pleaſing a thingto God, and 
| ' ade 
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:dyantageousto our Souls our Faſting is ; remem- 
ber that Moſes having faſted forty Dayes and forty 
Nights in the Mountain obtain'd the Favour to lee 
God Face to Face. Exod. 24. chap, did not Achab 
make uſe of Sack-Cloath and Faſting for the cx. 
tion of his Sins ? 1 Regum 28. did not Puvidatter 
he beard from Nathan that God had Forgiving him 
' his Sin, ſay that his knees were weak through Faſting, 
2 Sem. 12, chap, Were not Divine Myſteries reveal'd 
to Daniel after he had Faſted and' was he not Fa- 
your'd with a Miraculons Dinner by the means of 
an Angel, Daniel 14. | 

In the New Teſtament did not Chrift Faſt forty 
Dayes and forty Nights and fo teach us how.to oyer- 
come the Temptations of the Devil, Math. 4. did 
| Hot he tell his Diſciples that a certain kind of Devils 
was not caft out, but by Praycr and Faſting, Math. 
od 


Our Adyerſ. inveighs againſt the rigour of the Ca- 
tholick Church not knowing , ſayes he , that true 
Vertue conſiſts mainly inan Intire Viftory we 
ſhould Endeayour to get over our own Paſſions. 
Anſwer, Holy People Endeayour toget this 
Viftory by the Mortification of their Bodies. Indith 
' that famous Woman choſen by God for the ſaving 
of her Nation, wore a Hair Cloath upon her Loins, 
(not to ſpeak of Her Faſting all the Dayes of 
Her Life, except the Sabbaths, New Moons and 
the Feaſts of the Houſe of Iſrael) Tudith 8. 
St, Iohn the Baptiſts led a rigorous Life in the Wil. 
derneſs, and St. Paul beſides his ftupendious Las 
bour by Teaching and Preaching added a chaſtiſin 
or Scourging 'of his Body leaſt after he had Preach' 
to others he ſhould become a Reprobat Kimlſelf, 
I Cor : 9. v. 29, What meanshe 2 Cor. 4.v. 10. 


when he ſays always bearing about with us the Mor- 
ti- 


Sat 
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tification of Jeſus in our Bodies that the Life of Jeſus | 


may be manifeſted in our Bodies. What was this 


Life of Jeſus, a perpetual Mortification of his Body | 


from his Cradle to his Croſs. 


Out new inlightned Men find another way to o- | 


yercome their Paſſions, to wit, abſtainino from 


the Chaſtiſement of the Body. Deny thy ſelf take \ 
up thy Croſs and follow me , ſayes our Saviour, _ 


Matth, 16, v. 24f But does not our Adverſary ſeem 
rather to ſay, take thy fatisfaftion. in' Eating and 
Drinking thy fill, and fo ihou wilt be ſtrong to 


follow him. Pamper thy Fleſh, and {© thou wilt | 


22... be ſtrong to overcome thy Luft, Eat and Drink 


| *——thy fill, and II] warrant thee thou ſhalt alay thy" 
| Pafliort of Eating and Driuking for an hour or two. 


But his Experience may have told ha, ' that thus 
he puts a Sword in his Enemies Hand, who tho' 
he Jay quiet for a while , will" riſe up more farce 
hereafter, Bellarmine ſaid indced , that if he were 


Pope, he would take away Zent , but he added, | 


that in its place he would order to Faſt on Wed- 
neſday all the Year over. Does the exchange of 
fourty 'Faſts with fifty two fayour theinclination of 
eur Adyerſary to Feaſting ? | 
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# The Progfs our Adverſary brings 
T- on? of Scripture for the Marry: 
ang of Church-Men, are et- 

ther willfull , or Ignorant 
4 - miftakes of the Word 
' of Gad. 


S * Arriage in the purgft Age was not.forbid- 

I Mi den to Eccleſtafficks , ſayes our Adyerſa- 

F.. A ry, which he proves by this paſſage , 1 

' Tim. 3. v.2, A Biſhop muſt be blawleſs the Huſ- \  ? 

Þ band of one Wife. =. 

* Anſwer. Firſt, was not St. Paul a Biſhop? _ ? 
#-. Had he a Wife when he ſaid, 1 Cer. 7. v.$. I 
| ſay to thoſe who are not Married , its good for then 
if they remain ſo , even as 1? The ſenſe then .of 
that place is, that as St. Paxl would have x Church 
Widow 'to be the Wife of one Husband , or te 
' © have been only Married once, 1 Trim. 5. v. 9. 50 
he would haye a Biſhop to be the Husband of one 
Wife', or to have been only once Married, Other- 
wayes what does St. Paul ſay'here particular to a 

- Biſhop, have other Men two Wives ? 5 

Note, in the Birth of the Church it-was hard to 
find among new Converts, Men of Maturity , for 

the Goyernmenroof a Biſhoprick, who had not been 
once Married, eſpecially at Candy, of which Church 

St, Paul ſpeaks here to Timothy, becauſe, as Sire _ 1 
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+ ground add be in the imperative mood , and fo it 


Firſt , an Exhortation to thoſe who are Married 


-that Marriage be Honourable in all keeping their 
Bed undcfil'd ? Becauſe as he preſently adds , A- 


have a ground to ſupply the ſentence not with zs , 
"but with be , or let #: be. © See 


(1083). 
bo writes, IL. 10. They had an Antient Ley by 
which all of their Republick were forced fromthe Ml * 


very Youth to Marry. 

Again, to prove that Eccleſiafticks may Marr, 
he brings this paſſage of St. Paul, Marriage is He. 
nourable in all and the Bed undefild , Hebr, 11, 
0.4. | 

Anſwer, Fiſt, the ſame St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. 7, 
v.38. He who gives his Virgin in Marriage does well, 
but he that gives her not in Marriage does better. 
And 1 Cor. 7, v.1. 'Tis good for a Man not to touch 
« Woman. | x 

: The former paſlage is then to be: underflogd, 
thus , Pn, 

Marriage is Honourable in all who may Law-'W 
fully Marry , but not between Father and Daughter: 
Brother and Siſter : In Church-Men who have 
vow'd Chaſtity, in Church-Widows, who being 
admitted to the Service of the Church , upon their 
reſolution of not Marrying, according to St. Paul, 
1 Tim. s, v.11, Incur Damnation if they Marry, 
becauſe they caft of their firſt Faith, as the Apoſtle 
ſpeaks,: to wit, to CHRIST. 

Secoudly, the Greck Text has Tinzos 8 gamos 
en paſr, thatis, Honourable Marriage in all ſo where, 

Proteſtants without ground add is, Carholicks with 


imports. , 


that they live Faithful to one another not Diſho- , 
nouring by Incontinency their Marriage , but keep- 
ing their Bed undcfil'd. But why will the Apoſtle 


dulterers God will Judge.. Thus you ſee Catholicks 
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becondly, To thoſe who defire to Marry , that 
they do not offer to Marry , when they know they - 
are not free to Marry., being engag'd to others , or 
having an Impediment , and fo make their Marri- 
2ve ( when the Impediment is diſcover'd , ) $Y 
honourable. However our Latin and Engliſh Cath, 
Text haye neither 55 nor be; but Honourabile conu- 
limm in omnibus , Honourable Marriage in all , con- 
form to the Greek Original Text. 
| In the third place , to juſtific the Marriage of - 
Charch-Men who have V.ow'd Chaſtity , he brings 
what St, Paul ſayes $0 Tim. 4. V.3. That Jorbiding 
to Marry is a Dofrine of Devils, where he (peaks 
'of Manicheans , Encratiſis and Mercioniſts, and 0- 
'thers of that Cabal, as St. Chryſoſtot remarks in 
bis 12. Hom, upon that paſlage*, it is quite another . 
thing to forbid abſokutely to Marry , then to forbid 
only thoſe who haye Vow'd Chaſtity to Marry. 
The Catholick Church does not forbid to Marry, 
but only forbids to break a Vow made to;God, I 
think no Body will ſay that it is a Dotrine of De. 
vils,: to fulfill what one has ſolemnly promiſed to_ 
God. The thing being Lawful in itſelf, Deut.23. 
©.21, When thou ſhalt Vow a Vow to the Lordthy 
God, thou ſhalt not ſlak to payit, for the Lord thy 
God will ſurely require it of thee. Now the Ca- 
tholick Church ſhows ſhe Honours Marriage more 
then Proteſtants, becauſe ſhe looks upon it gs a Sa» 
crament which Proteſtants do not. _.. _ 
His inſtance of Zacharie ſayes nothing againſt us, 
for we do not deny , that the Prieſts of -the Old 
Law Married , but only we ſay, they+did not uſe + 
their Wives thoſe dayes their turn was to Sacrifice, 
\ Tuke c. 1,.0v. 23, 24, And ſceing our Prieſts. mult. 
Sacrifice every day , they ougnt to abſtain from that | 
Attion fo remote fromthe Spirit ,. and dulling tin . 
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- ought to be ( ſurſum corda) raiſed above ourſn, 
wal and perpetual Chaſtity. 


| one their own Wife? ) makes nothing to provethat 


7. V.27. Art thou looſen frim a Wife ſeek not « 


Corinthians acked St. Paul! whither being conyerted 


anſwers, 20, but bidsevery one have his own Witc 


. Infidel. ) 


g* 


order to Divine thoughts at that time that our min} 


ſes, - hence Origen ſaid , Hom, 23. in num. It ſeem 
z0 me that it belongs only 16 him to offer the con. 
nual Sacrifice , who has dedicated himſelf to con 


In fine, his Jaſt paſſage is from the 1 Cor. 7.9.2 
Let every Man have his own Wife, (had thoſe who 
were not defil'd with Women Rev 14. 0.3. eyer 


a Churech-Man, who has made a Yow of Chaſtity 
may Marry, firſt, becauſe St. Paul ſayes, 1 Cor. 


7 

, Secondly , becauſe there is no Woman who wis, 
his or the Church-Man's own Wite. To underſtand 
the meaning of this paſſage, ,you muſt know, the 


they were not bound to leayetheir Wives, yet In- 
fidels, 'as ſome told them they eught to do , St. 
Hieron.. L. 1. contra Tovin. cap. 4. To this St. Paul 


to whom he was Marriedinhis Infidelity. He adds, 
let the Husband ( viz. now converted reuder bis 
Debt to his Wife ( tho* an Infidel ) and the Wife al- 
ſo ( Conyerted ) mutually io the Husband ( yet an 


I would now deſire Proteſiayts to refle&, that 
theſefpaſſages brought by our Adyerſarics to proyc 
their Tenets have no force for their intent and pur- 
poſe, when they are read in their proper places, | 
and in the aim of the Holy Writers in thoſe places; . 
and fo ſee'how they are cheated , and impoſed up- 
on by their Teachers, when they are per[waded by 
them , that the Word of God is againſt R. Catho- 


licks. 
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CHAP. VI - 
Of Vows. © 

S E ST. 1 


Religions Vows are allow- 
able. 


. (J* Adverſary fajes, that the Gift of Con- 


tinency is preſuppoſed afore one make the 

: Vow , ſo that it one find by Experignce , 
that he has it not, he is obliged not to Vow ; or 
if he has Vowed raſhly ; - flattering himſelf he had 
this Gift, he is nd -more engaged by his former 
Vow, but may in this caſe, nay perhaps is oblig. 
e& to ſecure himſelt from Sin by a Lawtful Marri= 
ape , it veing better in this conjundture ze Marry 
' then Burne. | 
Anſwer. Firſt , I retort the Argament thus. 
The Gift of conjugal Centinency is equally preſup- 
poſed to the promiſe made in Marriage. May then 
a Man or Woman who find's by Experience in a 
ſhort abſence, or Sickneſs of the other party, that 
they haye not that Gift, think themſelves free from 
oa promiſe , and take another* Wife or Hus- 
and? s 
Secondly, I Anſwer that thoſe Gifts are neither 
preſuppoſed to the one, nor to the other, but it 
is prefuppoſed that God will give thoſe Gifts to thoſe 
who ax them , or Grace to reſiſt Temptazions as | 
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eften as they humbly demand it , after they have. 
 prudently engaged themſelves in either of thoſ 
| of Life. God gives indeed but to whom ke 
pleaſes, but we know from his Word that he re. 
fuſcs to none Who ask it as they ſhould do , att 
ard it ſball be given you, Matth.. 7. Codiis Faith. 
Ful faics St. Paul, 1 Cor. 10, v.13. he will not ſuf- 

fer you tobe tempted above that you are able. 
'Tis obſervable faies our Adyerfary, that the moſt 
part that enter Religions Orders, make their Vows 
{o young that they hardly refle& on what they aie \ 
doing, many are forced by their Parents, or enter 
apon the account of Humane reſpec or intereſt, 
Teſarts renew their Vows twice a Year , but 'tis on- * 
ly. with their Lips, not from their Heart, 
Anſwer. Firft , I retort the Argument thus. 
Many Marry, ſo Young ( nay far Younger than 'tis 
allow'd to. ivake Religious Vows) that they ſcarce | 
know what they are doing ; many are forc'd by 
their Parents, ,or induc'd by the*cendition of their 
Afairs. May all thoſe at the firſt occaſion re- 
Bounce their Marriages and make others ? | 
Secondly , I Anſwer, that none can make the. 
Vows of Religion afore they be full fixteen Years 
of Age; a Woman may Marry at thirteen , they 
have a Year of Ptobation or Tryal ( the Teſits have 
two.) in this they are queſtioned in private whe-. 
ther or not they were forc'd, which, it found, 
they are free to return to their former Condition. 
alſo after they have made their Vows , they havea 
dcterminated time allowed to. them by the Church, 
in which they may reclaim , and return to theit 
| freedom : But if there be ſome found , .who dif- 
ſemble their Compulſion all the time of their Tryal,” 
and. neither yert.it afore or after their ſolemn Vows: | 
in the. time preſeribed them by the Church ; they |} 
ft | arc 


223 J : 
are to be eoridemned , not the Nature of Vows; | 
| or Charch , who behaves Her ſelf fo W arily, Pru- 
dently ; and Sweetly with Her Children. 

As to that he ſaies, the moft of Religiousare fe 
forc'd, 1'am confident I can deny it with more 
' ground than he aſſerts it. And if he knew one, 
who among the Teſuits renewed his Vows onely 
with his Lips, and not with his Hart, let him con- 
tent bimfelt with that certain knowledge , ahd not 
judge raſhly thar all the reft do the ſame. 
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The three Religious Vows of «Pover- 
ty, Chaſtity, and Obeadtence ,. 
are Evangelical Conn- 
2" >. Es 


E wu 


(): Adyerfary admires why theſe three Re- 


ligious Vows are called Evangelical Coun» 
; ſcls', becauſe , he faies che never read in 
"the Evangils, that CHRIST 'perſwaded Men to 
make thoſe Vows, he conteſſes CHRIST Coun« 
felled a Young Nan £0 Sell all he had, and give 

- to the Poor , but not to make a Vow. to do 
Do *xS-'4 VS 

Anſwer. That he may then underſtand the na« 
 kure of theſe Evangelical Counſels, he muſt diſtin- 
gwlh three things. The. uſe of a thing; the Dc= 
-Mminion of a thing, or Maſterſhjp:of it ; and the * 
Capacity ot Dominion, or of being Maſter of it. . | 
- For there-are ſume, who althozthey be Maſters of  __Þ 


SH 


La} - 

a thing , they baye not the uſe of it, There are | 
others who altho' they neither have the uſe of athing 
nor are Maſters of it , yet they may become Ma» | 
ſters of it, #0 wit, if the ſaid thing be giyenthem; | 
or Sold to them. | 

This being ſappoſed , I prove that the three Vows 
we ſpeak of are Evangelical Counſels , or condi. 
ons of Life*viſhed to ſome Men in the. Goſpel, 
and not Commanded. . The Goſpel wiſhes to ſome © 
| Men what is more perfe& in a Chriſtian Life , ra- 
ther then what is leſs perfeft, This propoſition | 
ſtands alone, 1 neeg not prove it: But 'tis more 
perfeft to make thofe rhree Vows , than not to 
make them : Then the ©ojpel wiſhes that ſome 
Men make them, This inclination in CHRIST, 
that at leaſt ſome of his tollowers embrace a per- 
feQ Life, isto inlightne&Sou:s Ind generous Heait- 
cd Men and Women, 'sWowerful perſwaſicn, and | 
found in the Goſpel ; then *tis a Goſpel Perſwafion, 
or an Eyangelical Counſel. : Es 

Now that it is more perfect to make thoſe three 
Vows, than not to make any Vow. I prove farlt 
from God's approbation of Vows made by the N4- 
X4rites.,, Num. 6. ©. 1..,Deut. 23. V. 21. 

* Secondly , From the common apprehenſion of 
Men, finding themſelves in an extream great dan-, 
ver of Death, as in an extraordinary Storm at Sa, 
who are wont to implore the Divine aſſiſtance; by. 
making a Vow to do ſomething more than ordt- 
naiy to Honour him. This nature ſuggeſts to them 
25 a thing moſt gratefulto Gud , and conſequent= 
+ Iy they Judge it more perfet, then not to MAKc 
it. .Did not Harrah think ſhe did a thing more. 
 plealingto'Ged to Vow, then not to Vow > 
\Y. 3 A FRO RO Tg 
A kcond Procfi. *Tis- more perfeR to "Pre 
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one ſelf for the Love of God of no things, then 
only of few: 8ut who makes theſe Vows, de- 
prives. himſelf of the .Uſe, Dominion , and Capa- 
city of being Maſter ot Riches, otherwiſe Lawſul 
Plealures, and ones one Will. Then he deprives 
himſelf for the Love of God by thoſe Vows of more 
things, then if he did not make-them. Beſides , 
tis a greater Gift to give the Tree with the Fruit, 
' which the Religious Man does , then the Fruit on. 
A third Proof, A thing ſhown and praiſed in the 
| Goſpel, 2nd not Commanded, is an Evangelical 
Counſel: But Poyerty, Chaſtity , and Obedience, 
are ſhown to us in the Goſpel , praiſed, and not 
 Commanded : Thcn they are Evapgelical Coun- 
ſels. | 
You'l ſay ,. 1 avow ;. that theſe three things are 
praiſed in the Goſpel and not Commanded , and 
that CHRIST praftiſe> them, but where find 

' you that Chriſt made a Vow himſelf, or moved 
any othet to Vow them ? Eſpecially, ſincethe Vow 
broken , charges the Breaker with a double guflt. 
Anſwer. When Chriff perſwaded Poverty , Math, 
19, in theſe Words, 1f thou wilt be. perfett ,. Sell 
ail thou haſt, and give it tothe Poor, He perſwad. . 
ed that relinguiſhrment of Goods which ſhould make « 
a Man perfe&: Bur that exterior addicatition qr 
leaving of Earthly Goods with a Will to repoileſs 
them again , does not make a Man perfect: But | 
| he ought to have an interior renouncing, ora Will 
Hot to acquire-others in their place. 
Neither had this Will compleated him in a pers. 
fe&t Man, if this Will had been at hispleaſureand 
freedom freely revocable. Becauſe in that caſe this 
"Young-Man of which the Goſpel ſpeaks, . had not | 
been fixed iti the Sexyice of God ,. yet with-araw. ” 
| &7 . — 2.018 
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able by an AﬀeCtion to, or care of theſe Tempo- 
ral Goods, " SH Lats 

Chriſt then when he perſwaded that renouncing 
of Temporal Goods,. which makes a Man. perlett 
in the Scrvice of God, he perſwaded a Vow of Po-' 
verty. If you ſay Chriſt embrac'd this Poverty in 
a moſt perfc & manner without a Vow, and there. 
fore a Vow is not neceflary for that end. 

I Anſwer, In Chriſt "tis True, 'twas not ne- 
eeſlary , becauſe he was determined to-it., by the 
Beatifick /.fion, and had a Will that was not change- 
able; but a pure Man baving a changeable Will, 
ſo that ſometimes, what he Wills to day he Wills 
not to morroy, he has need of a Yow totyehim ' 
to that which he now efficaciouſly Wills for the 
Sreater Glory of God. | 

The Yow of Obedience is Counelled in the ſgme + 
Chapter and Verſe, inwheſe Words, Follow me. 
Where Chriſt adviſes to a following which makes 
a Man perfe& , but that is not the general way of 
following him, . which all Chriſtians commonly take 
by an Obſcryation only of the Commandemenis of 
God; which make in ſome ſenſe a perie Man, 
but not in that ſublime and high perfeRtion of which 

our Sayicur ſptaks here, when he ſayes, if thou 
wilt be terſe. &c. thenits a particular foliowing, 
And whether then did Chriſt go? 1f ro follow him 
be ſo bigh a perieaicn. To, and through all the 
Commands of his Father renoancing bis own Wil, 
Luke 22. v.42. made Obedient to Death, nay the 
Death of the Croſs. 7D bo 
To follew Chrift then, is to defpoil ones ſelf of 
one's own Will, to be pericttly Subje& and Obe- 
dient to another, for the Love of God. As Chrift 
_ - "eut of Love to his Father, was perte&ly Sutjett 
F and Obcdicnt to him, That then which Chrift per- 
EE. © rs * ſwaded: 
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fſwaded, by ſaying, follow me, was arenouncing 
for the Love of God , felt Will, a Subjection of 
it to that of another , and a perfe&t Obedience to 


Death: 
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words , there are Eunuchs who have gelded them- 
felves for the Kingdom of Hedven Math, 19. ( ſce what 
God promiſes to ſuch Spiritual Eunuchs 1Ja' $6, v. 
4. and 5. ever unto them will 1 give in my Houſe, 
&c, 4 name better then of Sons and- Daughters, 
for according to the common Opinion of Divines, 
they are to be underſtood of a Vow of Chaſtity , 
and with great Reaſon; for ſince gelding takes away, 
both, At}, and Power to At , the moral gelding 
| muſt needs be by a Vow of Chaſtity ; all other 
will, which is not equivalent to a Vow ( asit was 
in Ghrift ) leayes a Power to AQ. | 
-- I$you ſay, Chriſt did not perſwade thaf ſort of 
gelding ,*» but onely made it known. I Anſwer , 
his adding who can tak&@\ lethim take , was tho' 


not a Precept , yet an Exhortation to it. More- 


over , fince all the Goſpel , as to the part of it 


which regards manners, is a perpetual Inftruftion - 


and Exhortation , this part runs in the general in- 


tention of Chriſt ,. and follows the natyre of the_ 


whole. We diſcover by Chriſt's Words his incli- 
nations, and his Inclinations are firong perſwaſl- 
ons to thoſe who are of the noble temper of well 
diſpoſed Souls. 5 | | 
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The Vow of Chaſtity is ſeen perſwaded intheſe 
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worlſe condition then afore ? yet the Sin of the Fleſh 
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. having made a Yow of Chaſtity . 'is in a worfe con- 


_ help to abftain from Sin , in as much as it repre- 
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A SubſeR. : 


Vows pat not a Man in a worſe 
_ Condition more then the 


. Law of God. 


Ur Adverfary cryes down Yows, as making 
»Man ina: worſe condition than afore, for ;, 
if a Maa break his Pow of Chaſtity , for * 
example, he commitsa double Sin, - whereas with- 
Out it he had committed only a ſingle one. 
Anſwer. Firſt , is a Man after Marriage ina 


in him is double. ERS. 
Anſwer. Secondly did God put Man ina worſe *' 
condition by giving him, the Law , then that in 
which he was afore-he gaveit him? Yet St. Paut, 
Rom, 7. v.7. did not know that Concupiſcepce was 
a Sin without the Law , and fo had not Sinned, 
committing it afore he knew the Law, and had Sin- 
ned if had committed it after. 
Anſwer, Thirdly , who Sins againft Chaſtity ,» 


dition, then he who commits the ſame not being 
under Yow , I grant, butthe Yow does not make 
him'Sin no more then. the Law of Gol makes a 
Man Sin : Contrarywayes , it forbids him to Sin, 
with-draws him , and frights him from Sin more 
then the Law of God alone: So its by accident, 
that 'tis an occaſion of Sin ; of it fe)t 'ts a ſtrong 


ſents 
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ſents a far greater thalice in that Sin, to which it 
is annexed , and a more formidable punifhmentto 
be expected. ; | 

Thus you ſee-a Man is more removed fromgin 
and the occaſion of Sin with it , then without it. 

- Our peryerſe Nature of ftriving againſt what is 
Commanded us militates equally againſt the Com- 
mand of God, as againſt a Vow, but ismorefor- 

cibly reſiſted by the Command of God , when this 
is backed by a Vow. DE 
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' What is the Fruit of theſe Vows 
 evell obſerved? 


F 


Nſwer.* A ſweetneſs of Spirit which often 
overflows the very ſenſes, and is read in 
k. the Faces of perfefly Religious Perſons ; 
a centuple of what they have for God renounced 
"IR this Life, and a true fore-taſtc of the Life Eter. 
'nal; orin St. Paul's Words, a Peace pafling aboye 
our ſenſes, Phil. 4. 7. 0 9s ul 
* Hieronin45 Platug , ſaies our Adyerlary is as whim- 
ſical in his notions of this imaginary happineſs, as 
'Plato was in his abftraft Idea's here he runs.out at _ 
random as a Clock diſmounted that ſtricks twenty for 
one , and.te}ls you he can prove to perſwaſion , 
that their is no way of ferying God more dangerous _ 
than in a Religious Order, and why. By reaſon of -<.=: 
Yoak they take upon themſelves ot keeping a num... © } 
| Ger of petty Rules ,- which , altae' we do not hold 
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. and overcoming Paſſions ; by.wbich ſtudy his mind 
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to be obſcryed under pain P Sin , yet we teak 
none of them can ſcarce ever be tranſgreſſed with. 

opt Sin,cither retioze ſcandali dr ratione contemp; ns; 

by reaſon of the Scandal or Contempe of Authority, 

And what is more ſtrange, that we ſay , yon pre- 

ary is regred; not to go forward is to 80 
ack,  * - 

Then he concluds with an applauſe to his pers 
ſwaſive premiſles, as he Imagins, thus, in what legs; 
if we have i timorous Ceaſcience, Troubles, Ter 
moiles and Vexation of Spirit do we live ? 

He amplifies his ries oh by what he has heard 
fome Religions ſay . that their burden was nat 
like that of Chriſt Sweet and Light, but Bitter and- 
moſt Heavy. , 

Hence , he further infers , that thoſe Vowsare 
ſnares to-entrap Souls, by which the Deyil catches 

- fome who would! not admit .an open ſuggeſtion to 
Sin , by giving ſcope to follow 'their- own\ Incli- 
nations to make Vows , which being aboye their, 
frailty, weary. to ſwim alwiſe againſt Water atlaſt 
they yieldto the Stream , and go down-wards, which 
wasthe Devils deſign. Che | 

Anſwer. What does Hicr. P[atus for the molt 

. Part in that Treaty of the Good of a Religious Lite 
*exhort unto but what the ancient Philoſophers Cicero, 
Seneca, Epiftetus ; &c. diſcovered by the Light of 
Nature , to wit , that the happineſs of Man hereff 
upon Earth was to live a Life remoyed from Ambiti- 
on, Coyctouſneſs of Riches, and other Cares, which 
might with-draw his Spirit from pleaſing the immor- 
tal Gods ( as the Heathens ſpoke )) acquiring Vertues 


- 


might be raiſed above all that is feared or loyed' in 
Human things, and ſo diſpoſe himſelf by a diſſipation 
of TJouds that riſe from Hyman AﬀeRions ,. to a 
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clear Conteraplation of the moſt perfeRt being which 
is intelligible or knowable , 1 mean Godin which 


Ariftotle tho' not 2 Chriſtian , places the Felicity 6. 


Man. : 
Anſwer. Secondly, If Hier. Platus promiſed a 


ſingular Contentment to thoſe who leave for God's 
— fake allthe goods which flatter the Hearts of worldly 
Men ; did not our} Saviour promiſc as muchafore 
him , when he ſaid, Like 18. v.29. Amen, I ſay 
unto you there 15 no Man that hath left Houſe , or 
Parents , or Brethren, or Wife ,. or Children, for the 
Kingdom of Ged, { how do you underſtand that?) 
and ſhall uot receive much more in this time, and 
inthe World to come Life everlaſting. 1 lived with 
a Religious Man , who ſaid upon this Diſcourſe, 
he faw the Truth of the farſt part clearly , he only 
expected the ſecond. | 

Let my Adverſary give meleayeto tell him from 


| St. Paul, animalis homo non percipit ea que ſunt 


\ Spiritus Dei, 1 Cor. 2. 14. a (cnſual Man is not ſen. - 
lible of the things of God, nor underſtands the ways 
of his Spirit, they are «4 folly tobim': Thoſe things 
which are great helps roadvance in Spirit, ſeem te 
him impediments of Pertection. 

Chriſt calling thoſe who were under Burden , 
Math. 11. v. 29. and promiſing to. eaſe them, bids 
them take moreover his Yoke on them 7 and tells 
them that by that means they ſhall find caſe. This 
ſeems a Paradox, an odd thing to a ſenſual Man, 
who looſes the Yoke from the Neck of his Oxen 
when he has mind to eaſe them... 

Little knows he for want of Experience , that 
this more particular Yoke of Chriſt, I mean hisE- - 
yangelical Counſels put in praiſe, are._to a good 
Religious Man , what the Wings.are to'an Eagle, 
they weigh indeed ſomething , ks fo fatfrom 
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weighing him down, that they help him to raif 
| himſelf in the Air, and reach bis Prey » which ke 
could not do without them. os 

If the diminiſhing of Lawsand Commands, for 
which our Adverfary is fo great a Stickler , make 
the way ſmoother and ftraighter to. Spiritual Per- £ 
ſection; then the Law of Nature was the moſt 
advancing Law to Pcrfe&ion of the three , and car- @ 


ried it far afore the writtea Law, and that of Grace, Þ- 


But who will fay this? And conſequently that from : 
whence it follows? . FT 


A SubſeR. 


Anſwers the reſt of thu matter 
of Vows. 


FF. Avow., that.the Yoke of a Religious Man con. 
j ſidered: in it (elf; is greater then that of a Lay- 
Perſyn.,;z but if you conſider it joyned to the 
ſingular helps he has from God to carry it, 'tis far 
|. crucem vident , ſaics St. Bernard, the People 
of the World ſce our Croſles, they know weFalt, 
we riſe in, the Night to Pray , and take other Mor- 
tifications, un#ionem n987: vident, they don't ſee, | 


| + faies he, our Union of the Holy Ghoſt, the vic- 


torious: pleaſure of Grace , which upholds us., and 
makes us carry chearfully our Croufles , view menr- 
datorunt trorum cucurri cum: dilataſti cor meum, 1 
did not only go, but run, (aics the Royal Prophet, 
through the: Wayes of thy Commands when thou didft 
enlarge my Heart, to Wit, with thy Grace, Pſal. 
11$, Do 32, | Y R . 
_ Co 
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Religious Orders have many Rules I grant, but 
they are all reduc'd to three: Heads, the keeping of 
Poyerty , Chaſtity ; and Obediehce. As the gene- 
ral Laws of Kings and Countries are ſubdivided in 
2 number of particular Obſervations. Neither is it 
true that a Rule cannot be ſcarce broken without 
Scandal or Contempt of Authority. For when 
; the Bell in a Religious Community Rings a quar- 
- ter of an hour afore Dinner, to make the Examen 
of Conſcience , a Religious Man refledts that he has 
a Letter of Importance , that muſt be ſent ro the 
Poſt at their riſing ſrom Table, he Writeshis Ler- 
ter in- the time of the Examen, thinking it pleaſes 
God he do ſo ; the Rule is brok without Scandal, 
Contempt , or Sin, id that caſe: This and ſuch 
like, we call defeQs not culpable,. or breaches of 
the Rule without Guilt. 

When we ſay, n0n progredi, is regredi, not 40 
go forward, is to go back, we don't mean as our 
Adverſary miftskes, that he who keeps the Cam. 
mandements of God and his Church onely , goes 
backward, no, we think he goes forward, : for the 
new obſervance of every Gummand, is a new ſtep. 
to Perfection, but that as a Boat can't ſtand or 

Fote upon a Currant , but muſt cither bear up a- 
gainſt Tyde, or muſt be carryed- down with the 
Stream; ſo we muſt never ſtop in the way of Per- 

fefion, ſaying with that Fooliſh Man, Luke 12. . 

19, my Sculrcſt, for we havea Proviſion tor mainy 

.Years, thinking we have enough , bur ſtill make 

forward icr more. Be per/eQ, as your Heavenly 

Father is perfeft, (ayes our Saviour, Muatth. 5. v. 

4$, Not that we may hope ta arrive to his Pet- 

feRion , but that we way acyer reft inthe way of: © 

Perfection , but alwiſe ſtrive to draw nearer and * 

nearer to Þim. 

L 2 
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Our Adverfary needs not ask in what pain 2nd 
trouble Religious , who are of a timerous Con- 
ſcience , live under the burden of ſome Rules, be- 
cauſe they belieye that with the Grace of God they 


can keep them all, and feel ſo mach eaſe inkeep. 


| ing them , that many undertake far more than the 


Rule preſcribes. Facile equitat quem Gratis Dei 
portat,, be Rides at eaſe who «5 carried by the Crace 
4 Cod , ſaics the following of CHRIST, But he 
ould ask in what pain Proteflents are, who think 
the leaft Deviation from the Law by an idle word 
is 2 grievous Sin, and worthy Hell Fire; and who 
believe, that with all the Grace of CHRIST they 
eannet keep themſclyes from making Damnable 
breaches of the Law of God. In what pain and 
anxiety of mind cught they to live ? 
Thoſe, who told our Adverſary that their Yoke 
was bitter, had not merited by their negligence to . 
feel that inward Undion of which St. Berxard ſpeaks 
nor tafted of that Water of which our Saviour to 
the Samaritas Woman, but living in Religion, 
and breathing till after the Werld, as ſome wick- 
ed Iſraelites not taſting with the Good, the ſweet- 
neſs of the Mayne, Hungred after the Fleſh-Pots of 
X#gypt. So ſuffering within themſelyes a perpetual 
Combat between Nature and Grace, the one draw- 
ing to God, and the otherto the World ; no won- 
der their Burden was not like thatof CHRIST, 


Sweet and Light, but heavy and unpleaſant by their 


own Fault. | | 
If the Devel thought to inſnare Men by giving 
way to their inclination of making Vows, he may 
now leave of ( as being deceived) by a ſad experi- 
ence to himſelf ſeeing Houſes by the daily obſer- 
vation of their Vow , gain figna| Victories over 
kim ; eſpecially , if he be more gal'd by the ; 
and i- 


CON 


means to attain it ; God Wills we keep his Com» 


_ 
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Sandtity and Elevation of one far -jnaferiour in nature 
to him , than pleaſed in the fall of many , who 
deſpoiled of Grace are nor conſiderable in relpeR 
of him. Burt deceiy'd , be is notin giving Way tO 
the Minifters common Exhortations to the People 
to keep the Commandement of God, by a praftical 
horcor #f Sin, and embracing of Fertue. Fur when 
on one fide , the Minifter threatens them with a 
heavy Judgement , if they dow't live a po Life , 
and on the other , tells them 'tis impell:vle ro live 
ſo and walk in the Commandements of God) is not 
this to diſtract a Man , or caſt him looſe , and atter 
he was wearied himſclt , ſtriving againſt the Tyde 
of his corrupted Nature , make him yicld to the 
Stream of Sin, impoſlible ro bear up againſt it, 
and ſo' go down-wards >? Which was in our. 
Adverſaries own Words the Enemies ſole aim and 
main deſign. 
Romasx Catholicks have a more rationaland wore 
thy thought of the goodneſs of God, V be Wills the 
end , ſais the maxime-in moral philoſophy , affords 


mands , will he not afford us Grace with which we 
may , and withont which we cannot keep them ? 
If Men who are wicked give good things to their | 
Children , will he refuſe the good Spirit to thoſe 
who as it of him , Luke. 11. v.:13. will heleave 
Men without Grace , who have leſt all for the pure 
toye of him ? No, Roman Catholicks find the Truth 
of St. Paul's ſaying , God 1$ -Faithful «nd will not 
ſuffer us 10 be Tempred beyond our force, 1 Cor, 10, 
biu will make us find advantage in the Temptation. 
and that they cando all in him who comforts them , . 
ad Philip. 4. no, there is no Sin or Temptation that 
Grace can not overcome , nor Grace neceſſary for ; - 
Our. Salyation which Prayer "op not obtain: z anda” - 
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Giſt of this in ſome meaſure is given to all. 
Men need not fear to 6-2 Jai 4 prudently to do. 


for Cod:, he will ſtill out do them. By the ſame * 
proportion that they go out of themſelyes, for his _ 
ſake , he comes upon 'em by his Grace , filling their 
underſtanding with ſurpriſing Lights, and their Wills ' 
with Flaming AﬀeRions , .{o that ſcing bim now 

in a fairer day, and burning with more Aﬀec. + 
tion towards him , they. covet to do ſtill more | 
and more for the loye of him , far from thinking i} 
it bard to keep their Vows , by which it has been 
fayorably given to them, to tye themſclves more 
ftraitly to him. - But you who are ſo ſecure in your - . 
wide way of living , and mike ir your ſtudy to 
diminiſh the Goſpel Obligations, be pleaſed to re- 
member that Chriſt ſaid Math. 7, wv, 14. the | 
way that leads to-life is narrow and hey are butjew \ 
who find i) 
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CHAP. IX. 
A Recdpitulation , or ſhort Repe- 


tion of the Contents in this 
Book. 


()* Adyerfarv out of his foregoing diſcourſe 


imagining , or willing ſcem to imagin, that 
all his weak Fancies areas many Per (wal. 


ons, telling us , ke will prove this to Perſwaſion, 


and he has proven that to Conyidtien , concludes 


* Proteſtants to be moſt happy » becauſethcy do not 


mect with the Obſtacles found in Popery;,. to Eter- 
val Salvation, And vthat are thoſe Obſtacles ? 
Here he makes a kind of Recapitulation of what he 
had ſaid. | | 

1. The R. Faith is ſo blind, ſayes be, that it be. 


lieves Decrees of Errable Councils. 


In this placeI will ſet to your view and conſiderati. 
on, the paſſage he brings to prove that our general 


approved Councils arc Errable in St. Auſtin's Opi. 


nion. I had not ſeen it in St. Auſtin by reaſon of 
his wrong Quotation, when I anſwered it ( pep. 


35.) by my knowledge of St. Auguſftins mind from 


elſe where. St, Auſtin contre Epiſt. Fundam: c. 5, 
faies, for me, 1 would not believe the Goſpelif the 
Authority of the Church did not move me 20 it, to 
wit, the Authority of: the then exiſting R. Church, 
which moved him to believe' that Manicheus was 


not an Apoſtle of CHRIST (as is clear out of his * { 


Words in that place, ) Again , Zgiſt. 138. he-faics.. 


*%- $_ 
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80 CONmevert or queſtion that which is held by the 
whole Church; ( a General approved Council ) is 
iuſolen; madneſs, and Epiſt, 162. he faies, that 2 
General Council is the. laſt Indement of ihe Church.) 
- Would St. Auguſtin, or any Reaſonable Verſon 
_ think" that Man infolently- mad, who in the weigh. 
ty matter of his Salvation would queſtion and ap. 

peal from a Judoment that miphi be Errenious? 
St. Auſtix having ſpoken of the Council of Nice 
and 4rimini, diſputing with Maximinus an Arian 
Biſhop, L. 3. c. 14. Whether CHRIST were 
of the Subſtance of GOD the Father. He fayes,. 
ſes..nunc nec egos Nicenum , xe. tk debes Ariminenſe 
 tanquam prejudicaturus proferre concilinm: Nec egy 

* hujus Authoruate, nec iu illius decineris, Scriptura- 
rem Authorttatibig, nen quorum cumgque propriis 
ſed utriuſque communibus teſtibus, res cumve, cau- 
fa cum cauſa, ratio cum ration? concertet, That is 

tofay, p | 
But now neither ought I to alledge the. Councit of 
Nice, nor you the Council of Arimini as to pre- 
judge one another, ( to wit, becauſe Juſtin was 
caſt 'by the Council of Arimint, as Maximinus was 
caſt-or condemned by the Council of Nice) 7 
Nec ego hujns Authoritate nec tu illins decmnerts, 

. that is, neither 411.1 taken (convinced) by the Autho- 
rity of this , ( of Arimini ) or you by the Authort- 
ty of that , ( of the Council of Nice, } viz. becauſe 
«s I rejelt the Authority of the Council of Arimi- 
ni, ſo you vefelt che Auchortiy of the Council of 
Nice. IT LENTA. 

Scripturarum_ Authoritatibus non quorumcumgue 
propriis., ſed airinſque communibus teſtibus , res cuns - 
re , cauſa cas: cauſe, retio cum ratione concertet, 
Let mater.cantend with matter , cauſe with cauſe, 
and reeſon with reaſon,. by the Aurhorities of Scrip- | 


? 


" 
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pres, which are not proper to each of us ( as the 
Nicene Council is to me, and that of Arimini to 

you, ) but coramon witnefles to both. 

2. Now ſee bow he has falſified this paſſage to make 
appear that St. Auguſtin did not ſtand to the An- 
thority of an approved General Council. Wherehe 
faies, neither am I bound tos the Council of Nice, 
nor you to that of Arimini. | 

St, Auſtin faies , Neither ought I 10 alledge the 
Council of Nice, 20» you the Council of Arimini : 
Is this the fame in Words or Senſe ? Hegoes on, 

| Neither ought you t0 ſtand tothe Authority of this, 

i, e. of the Council of Aarimint, nor 1 to the Au- 
therity of that, i.e. Gf the Council of Nice. St. 
Auſtin has the quite cortrary , ſaying , neither am 
I taken ( convinc'd) uy ;he Authority of the Coun- 
etl of Arimini, aor yo by the Authority of Nice. 
| Now be pleaſed to look back to pag. 353. and 
there you will find my Fxplication of the paſlage, 

and how it does not hurt us t all,. or imply. any 
apprehenſion in St. .4nguſtin of Fallibility ina Ge- . 
neral approved Gouncil. > | 

2. That Romaniſts arz ſubjc& to be tortured with 

doubts of their Baptiſm. Ps 4 E 

3. That we hayc ai inticement to Sin by relying 

on Purgatogy. bs | 

4. That ougrdiſtinguiſhJVenial from Mortal Sin, 

opens a Door to looſneſs. pw SER 

5. That we don't allow every one: to read the 

Scripture, 


= 


6. The Novelty of Tranſubſtantiation the occa- 
lion of Idolatry and Hypoeriſie in it. 

7. Our. relying on the Mediations of Saints and 
our own Merits. | 

$ Our mixing Superſtition and Idolatry in. our 
Divine Worſhip. S | ales 
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9. Ournot Adoring God in Spirit and Truth, but 
under corporal ſhapes , and having our recourſe to 
the help of Saints. 

To. The difformity of our Eccleſiaſtical Diſci. 
pline from primative times. | 

11 Cirnotferving God with freedom. ci Spirit, 
but indanyering our Souls by Vows. 

Anſwer, Firſt car Faith does not believe the 
Necrees of Errable , vut of gener?] approved and 
conſequently infaliible Councils as lhave ſhown 
Chap. 4. in 3. Sections. Aﬀter all this ! avow our 
* Faith is an obſcure knowl-dge ard as St... 
Part (peaks Hebs, tr. v :. a poiſwaſion of things. 
not appea:'ing : * Bu: *tis not ſo: weak, asthat of 
Proteſients, that it needs the evidence of fenſe to ſup- 
porr it. 

2. Wehave noreaſon to b>* tortured with doubts 
of our Baptiſm , as may'be ſeen in what 1 ſaid 
Chap. g. in the 2. and 3 Yet. But Proteſtants have 
when they read inthe Goſpcl 19. 3. v. 3. unleſs one 
be born over again by Water he can not ſee the King- 
dom of Heaven, Becauſe they know their Church 
doth not louk upon it as a thing neceſſary to Sal- 
yation , and that many - ze wiltully, at leaft among 
the Presb:/terians permitted tro Dye without it, 

'3. We haye no incitment to Sin-by our belicf 
of Purgatory , becauſe we believe the Pains of that 
place are greater than any Torment we can ſuffer 
in this World. And who would willingly pur- 
chaſe to himſelf the pleaſure he may enjoy by his 
Venial Adheſion to a Creature, by the pains ofthe 
Stone, Colick , Gout : Ot Fire, Rack , Whecie, 
and all that eyer was ſuffercd in .this Life by a 
Matefator ? But the leſs Godly of Proteſtents., 
may have ſome encouragement to ſlight Sin, be- 
licying that an AR of Faith at their Death will fo 

| the 
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ES. 
| the turn, and if they beof the EleA, they are ſure 
to have it. | 
4. We admit the deftintion between Mortal 
and Venial Sin , ſtrongly grounded on Scripture , 
a uſt Mat: falls ſeven times, or olten, and riſes 
[' a) again , Prov. 24. 16. who remains juſt in; his 
* fall does not incur Damnation by it. And Lake 
1, v.6, If Zachary and Elizabeth did nut keep 
| the Commandements of God perfectly in the Pro- 
| teftants ſenſe. At 'eaſt their breaches of the Law 
were not Damnable ,, bereaying them of their Jus 
Rice aud of the Friendſhip of God. From Matth, 
$. v. 23. You ſce there arc (ome Sins Guilty of 
Hell, others not Guilty of Hcil Fire, and ſuch Sins 
we call Venial , call them as you pleaſe , fo you 
diſtinguiſh themr from failings, depriving Men of _ 
the Friendſhip of GO D. - But this does not open 
| the Door to looſneſs, for the reaſon I brought in 
t my third Anſwer. but the denying of this diſtinc- 
| tion, opens the Door co a perpetual diſturbance 
- of mind, dread and fear in a Proteſtant, of Dying 
* ſuddenly (as many Dyc) after he has ſpoken an 
idle Word; for this idle Word, according to our 
Adyerſary, is a Damnabic breach of the Law of | 
GOD, and deſerves his Eternal! Wrath , as being |} 
cf an illimated Malice , as he ſpeaks, and can'the 
forgiven in the other Werld; but muſt be repen- 
ted here under pain of Damnation, Luke 13. v.s. 
I ſuppoſe he won't ſay that Proteſtants haye 
a Priviledge to. repent afore hand for Sins to 
come, 
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Sun , as St. Auſtin relates, Crac. 34. in Ie. And the 
Selextians miſunderftanding that paſſage, Math.3, v, 
11. he will Baptize you in the Holy Ghoſt and Fire, 
made uſe of Firc inſtead of Water in Baptiſm , wit- 
nels the ſame St. Yung. Hereſs. 59. But ſhe ordersthe 


but Milk to ſome, and ftronger Food to others. 


that 'tis not neceſlary that eyery one read the Holy 
Scripture, Homo. (ſaics he) fide ſpe & charitate ſubnt- 
Xus eaque inconcuſſe retinens non indiget Scripturis nit 


ſolitudive ſine codicibus viount. Aug. L. 1. de 
Dottr, Chriſti. c. 19, A Mau born up by Faith, 


has ne need of the Scripture, wnleſs it weretoteach 
others. So many by theſe three live in the Deſert 
without the Scriptures. Ss 

6.: The Term Tranſubſtantiation is new, as the 
Term Omonſios, of the ſame ſubſtance againſt the S- 


ftantiality with the Eternal Father. ) W hich is Spirit 
and Life, imparting to the worthy Recciver of the 
Euchariſt the Spirit of God, or an increaſe of his 


caſion of [dolatry or Hypocriſie by 
Accidents are not to be Ador'd, but the Body of Chrift 
under them.” And thar we ought not to cometoit 
upon the account of pleaſing Men, but moyed by 
our Faith of Chriſt's Real Preſence there , by a Love 
of him , anda hope of Happineſs from him. 

7. Werely on Saints not as Mediators of Redemp- 
tion, ( yet Moſes, AR. 7. is called a Redeemer , 


Lytroozees,) but of Intcrcefion , that the Merits of 
| = Chriſt 


of 
ad oats. 
” 3. 6 Lab ** " 


am the Light of the World, held that Chrift was the | 
Paſtors to- give out of it as St. Paxl did, not allto all; 
Sce out of the following paſſage of St. Anguſiin 2 


ad «lios inſtruendss. Itaque multi per hec tria etiamin 


Hope, and Charity, and immoveably retaining them 


- Yians ; but not the Do@rine of Tranſubſtantiaiion , 
{ no more than the. DoArine of the Son's Conſub- « 


Fs 


Grace , which leads to Etcrnal Life. It gives no oc- * 
teaching that the 


; 


 þ 


| Creatures , ſenſible of inward Graces, for warrant 
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-bri8. may be applycd to us: We rely not 0a. 4 
oo wack or ſelyesto them, { it being ſo fnall} 
25 the Church witneſſes in Her Prayer for the Sunday 
of Sexageſ1me, O God who ſees we confide in n0 Alien 


of our 0wn ; grant mercifully , &c. acknawledging 
go wc . done all we can, weare but aleiel 


| Seryants to God, tho' enabled by the Grace of Chriſt, 
| not uſeleſsto our ſclyes. 


8. Our Divine Worſhip is pure without any vain 
Devotion, or Honouring of that which ſhould nov 
be Honoured , but not without many Sacred Cere- 
monies, which ſerye to make us, we being ſcnſible 


of which we haye upon Record Ceremonics uſed by 
Chriſt; and fince he is the chief Agentin our Sacrifice, 
why may not he uſe Ceremonies by his Vice-Gerents 


_ as well as by himfelf? ; 
| 9. We Adore God in Spirit and Truth, endeavour. 


ing to make our minds joyn with our outward Sacri- 
fice to the true God, moved often by the PiQure of 
Chriſt Bleeding on a Croſs to morn with him ,” and 


. rue our by paſt Aftions which were cauſe of ſo ex- 
FF: ceflivea Torment, and grief to him :- But not ſe 
' Fooliſh as to think there is any Divinity inthe Pic. 


ture, or Vertue in it to do us ood. 
Alſo Conlcious to our ſclyes of our own un- 


4 ; : TEN Wy” 4 
worthineſs , by our hainous offences, wepgo often 


to God by the Medgation of the moſt Blelled 7ir- 
$in-and other Saints in Credit with him, warrant« 


ed ſufficiently by Zliphas, ( Tob. 42. ) and the Cen- 


turion's Example, Luke 7. v. 7. The one being 
Commanded by God to de ſo, and the other prai. 
ſea by CHRIST for ſodoing. _ 

If you ask me how the Saints in Heayen know 
I am Praying them; I ask how-do they know the 
eonycrlion of a Sinner upon hath > Liken69. To 
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( 134) 


if they know when I convert my ſelf toGod,*cart Ml 
they as well know when Tam, prayine? 9 MW 

Again how did Semuelknow the thoughts of Sal 
Sam. 1.C 9. v. 20. and how knew the Prophe 
Abijah the wife of fereboam 1 Rep. 14? They 
knew by Gods Revelation to them ; and fo dor 
God reyeal to Saints in Heayen things which regard 
them upon Earth, and this belongs to the felicity of 
their ſtate to hear our Prayers , preſent them to 
God, and obtain from him fayours to us. Beeauſe 
he will this way Glorifie them for Glorifying him 
wpon Earth, according to his promiſe , 1 Saw. 2, 
V. 30. Thus we Read, Apocal. 5. v. 8. That 
the 24 Elders had Golden Fials full of Odours, 
which are the Prayers of Saints, To wit, of Holy | 
People upon Earth , which the 24 Elders preſented 
to God , as the Angel offerd up the like , having 
« Goldexs Cenſer , upon the Golden Altar which was 
_ before the Throne, Apoc.$. v.3. _ 

T0, Our Eccleſiaftical Diſcipline is conform to 
that 'of primwative times, not becauſe we fay fo, for 
Proteſtants fay as mich for theirs, but becanſe R. 
= Catholicks ſpeak now as they ſpoke'then, and do 

now as they did then, St, Ambroſe L. 5. Epiſt- 
33, ad Marcellamthis Siſter , faies (at a certain oc- 
caſion) 1 begun to ſay Maſs, cepi Miſſam facere. 
FR. 4uguſin Lo. Confeſ. chap. XI. ſayes, his Dy- 
ing Mother deſired him to be mindful of Her af the 
Altar, and inthe. t2. chap. he ſayes, He did not 
my in his Prayers white the Sacrifice of our Re- 
demption , (viz. of the:Maſs) was affered for his 
Dead Mother, Her Corps being ſet deiwn. beſide the 
Grape. If a Proteſtaezit Biſhop ſhould, Write . thus 
to his Siſter, at. ten a'Clock 1 beguri to ſay Maſs, 
what would ſhe fay ? Certainly myBrother's not _ 
well he'is rayiog , and if another fhould relate _ 
——— 


( 35 ) 


his Prozeflant Mother deſired him to Pray for Her 
after her Death , you would fay without doubt ſhe 
had loſt her Judgment. Why ? Becauſe we do 
not Pray. for People after their Death. By this you 
ſee Proteſtants do not ſpeak , nor do as they ſpoke 
and did in primativetimes , then their Religion and 
Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline is not conform to that of 
 pfimative times, | 
'11. Our Vows { againft which our Adverſary ſo 
eagerly inyeighs, altho' St. Auguſtin thinks our 
Vows ſhould be kept by thoſe Words of his Ser. v0. 
de Diver(is, 1f it diſpleaſed God, (ayes he, ſpeak- 
ing of the Sacriledge of Ananias and Saphira, to 
withdraw of the Money which they had Vowed 10 
© God, how is he angry when Chaſtity is Vowed and is 
no: performed , for to ſuch may be ſaid that which 
St,Peter ſaid of the Money :- | Thy Virginity remain- 
ing, did it not remain to thee, and before thou didſt 
Vow, was it not in thy own Power? For whoſo- 
ever have Vowed ſuch things and have not payed 
them , .let them not think ts be tondemned to Copo- 
ral Death, but to Everlaſting Fire) arc the great 
helps our Church-men have to ſerve God in all 
freedom of Spirit, for not owing the uſe of their 
Body to a Conſort , their Spirit is not drawn from 
Heaven in that violent way to the Earth, nor have 
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muſt needs attend Wile and Children. | 
Here 1 leave my Adyerſary , wiſhing him moſt 

happy , and for a Fare-well 1 mind him of theſe 
ords of our Saviour to St. Paul, Att. 9. v. $ 

Purum. eſt tibi contra ſtimulum calcitrare. 
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they their mind entangled with. thoſe cares which 
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POST-SCRIPT. 


| Reduce the ſubſtance of what 
our Adyerſary in his tecond E- 
dition faics tothe Reader , and 
i:1 his Poſt-Scrifi, to 6. Propo- 


its Anſwer. 
1, He has changed his Title 


and calls now his ook 
than Popery, 

Anſwer. Then Popery is ſafe , for the quality 
which is found in the comparative 15 alio in the po= 
fitive, tho' in a meaner Degree. | 


bs, 9 


try (as he thinks we Catbolicks do) is a fate way 
to Salyation. 
{urdity our Aiyerfary brings bimfelf. 


been for the 90's Pare negative. 


{itions, and add tov eyery one . 


protefrancy proved ſafer 


Hence, in his Opinion to Live and Dye in Ido- 
Let the Reader conſider to what ab- 
2, He faies his Book is a new Method , becauſe * 


the Methods hitherto made uſe of by Learned Pro- 
zeſtants. for the Eſtabliſhment of ProteRtancy , have 
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Anſwer, All thoſe Learned Proteſtants who have | 
endeayoured to prove that the Proteſeant Religion 
is conform to the Word of GOD, did not they 
endeavour to prove, not negatively, but poſitive- 
ly , that Proteſtants may beſaved ? How then does 
he ſtcer another Courſe ( as heterms it) than they? - 
How is his Method New ? When he (ayes, 0 
the moſt part the Learned Proteſtauts took the ne- 
gative way.of proving. Proteftancy , he as good 
as avows, that a part of them teok the poſitive 
way , and therefore in that his Method -is not 

New. | 

3, He ſayes his Mcthod « Infallible in this ſenſe, 
that it contains ſuch Arguments, that nothing but 
meer obſtitzacy can hinder any underſtanding to yield 
to them. : 

Anſwer. 1s it meer obſtinacy that hinders our 
underſtanding to yield , {when we haye as clear 
Scripture for the Infallibility of the Teaching Church, 
as he has. for the chief Articles of his Faith, asthat 
of the B. Trinity, Incarnation, .and Juſtification 
by Faith only? See Peg. 38. When we have A- 

' poſtolical Tradition ? When we hayca ſtrong Rea- 
fon, as this which: follows ? 


A Reaſon. 


To prove the neceſſity of an Infalli- 
© ble Viſible Guiae. 


'T belongs:to the infinite-goodneſs of God , and 
| his ſpecial Love to Man above all other Crea» 
tures, not to lkave him in an extream per- 1 
plexity for his Salyation and that pagrolcan'c 
.— Hom E. 08. EITEG A = 
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| dgment In every particular Article of Faith with- 
- out an Infallible Viſible Guide , ' he can't but be in 
an extream perplexity for his Salvation , and that 
unavoidable: Then God has not kftMan without 
| an Infallible Viſible Guide. 
* I prove the minor, becauſe, the reſolution of 
our doubts is in. matters moſt obſcure, and unfind- 
able with certainty by the beſt of Wits and the ſin- 


cereſt of Conſciences, as the Myſtery of the B. Tri- 
- 'Nity , Incarnation , &&c. | 


Then 1 can't but be in an exfream perplexity "I 


© whether I am right or wrong in my private diſcern- 
ing, what I ought to believe in theſe matters. 


For, ſhall I preſumptuouſly think I am right in | 


my Opinion of Religion , when I tee my fclt 'op- 
poſed by a World of others as witty in their thoughts 
as I, and as. Moral-in their Ations ? Or ſhall I 


_ out of Humility leave my Opinionto foyn with an« 


- Other ? But he (without an Infallible Viſible Guide,), 


can give me no more aſſurance for his- Opinion, 
than 1 could have given him for-mine. So I am where 
I was, in a perplexity, - Whatever. way turn my 
ſelf, lam opprefſedwith a dreadful and juſt fear of 
not hitting upon the right way of Salvation; with 
a.juſt fear. of not falling upon the true ſenfe of the 
U. Scriptures, and if 1 miſtake, I miſtake to my 
Eternal Danination. oo 
If I am right in my Faith ( fince. there is only 
One true Faith ) all who do. not joyn with Dok 
wrong ; and if one of my Oppoſers be right, I, 
and al] who oppofe him ate wrong, and fo thou- 
ſands ſincerely following their own Judgement , 


may. be Damned. BD. W, 
This does not ftand with the ſpecial Love of God 


to Man , but it.bclongs to. bis infinite goodneſs t 


- Bit if Man- be left every one to his own particular - 


mY 


A 


4 " STIR” GE A ket 
" > 4 C {s - 
= CES 
» > + FR "2, 


- EX, + : ow . 8 
SEE on. "ae 
— tad Ss pI & a - 
be 


DR 


oa + . \ bh” 
ps roy hp : our PO ER 
Q Le ES ” : 


( 140 ) | 
give us ſo ſure a Guide, that ſimple People, or 
Fools ( as the Prophet 1ſaigh ſpeaks, c. 35.) 4 
well as the Learned, following this Guide may not 
. Err. This Guide is the: Teaching Church to which 
God has given ſuch Teſtimonies, Teſtimonia tua. 
credibi.ia. fafia ſunt nimis , Pſal 92. of its being 
evidently credible to ajl that he ſpeaks to Men by 
Her , that the meaner /Capacitics laying aſide Paſs 
{ion and Temporal ines cannot but ſce 'tis She, 
he will baye us, hear for our Spiritual Dirc&ion.. 
The motives of Credibility moye my Judgment to 
bring me to Her, but being brought to Her, 1do- ; 
not believe for my Judgment, but for the Veraci- 
ty: of God, who 1 (ſee ſpeaks by Her. As when 
yow bring to me a Man who ſpeaks Diyinely of 
God ,-I carry him Veneration , mov'd to it not by. 
your bringing of him, but by the worth and gift 
of God, which I difcover in the- Man.: So my. 
Judgments bringing me to the Church, is a meer - 
mental approximation. as-your bringing that Di- 
'vine Man to me, or Wood to the Fire is a Phyft- 
cal one, both meer conditions -, 5 ſem, non, 


oy 
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baving no poſitive influence on my aſſent, or the 
effett. This Tudgment of mine, God will have; 
becauſe I wuſt Work-like a Man, and notlike an 
inſenſible Agent which is brought, as Fire, tothe 
Subje& it muſt burn or Work upon. ' 

4. He faies, that theſe propoſitions :Proteſrants - 
may be ſaved. And that they may be- ſaved more 
eaſily and with greater ſecuricy than Romaniſts , 
are ſelf evident Principles, | | 
Anſwer. Why then does he fo buſic himſelf ro. 
prove them? Who undertakes to prove that the | 
| whole is greater then cach part of it? Why not? .: 
1d becauſe its a ſelf eyident Principle which, needs no 
1 _E_T_ 6 on = 
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Y Moreover , that Infants and Young Children are iq 
Ao be Baptized, is the third propoſition of the 27. i 
Article of the Church of England. Can he prove We 

me that by clear Scripture? I am ſure he can't. 2 

Is it not an Article of Faith , that 'tis unlawful to 4 
Rebaptize? Where is that ſet down in clear Scrip- | 4 
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( 141 ) 
6 The Tafallibility of the Church , tho' it may - 
| have ſome Degree, of Probability , is n0t an Arti- 
tle of Divine Faith. _ Becauſe, faics he, its neither 
carly ſet down-in Ccripture,, nor defined by a Gee 


neral Council. 


Anſwer. He muſt be yery Ignorant of Cazholick 19 
Principles, or willing to appear ſo, who docs not He 
know that Apoſtolical Tradition is enough to make-- Tug 
10 us an Article of Faith , without Scripture or the 14 


Decree of a General Council. 


ture. | 
6. Articles of Faith , ſayes he, are thoſc Points 
which are agreed upon þy all true Chriſtians. 
Anſwer. If thoſe points be Articles of Faith , 
which arc agreed upon byall true Chriſtians. Then 
that is not an Article of - Faith on: which all- true 
Chriſtians do not agrec: Then 'tis pot an Article | 
of Faith to our Adverſary , that we are\juſtified by © p! 
Faith only , becauſe , fome true Chriftians deny it. 
' et it is the x1, Article ofthe 39. of the Church 2 
; of Englahd. h by Eo ji 
| Away with thoſe New notions, and let us 
hear the Church. Ask for the Old Paths , and 
walk therein , and yee Jhall find reſt for your 
Souls, Terem. 6 y. 16. The Church, the Church, 
ſaid Luther to himſclf in-the begining of his de- 
cline ,, while Grace was yet ſtrugling. with his | 


Nature, art thou Wiſe alone? - Happy if he-had 
given way to that Motion ,. 


but yielding more rs 
| UW. 11S 


"4 his Paſſions of Luft and Pride , Grace fo 
him, and then, his ill Will wholly peryerte 
Underſtanding. 1 wiſh this Thought may 
our Advyerſary enter. ſeriouſſyAnto vine, 
become Wiſe in time. 


" 


